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Also, a bill (H. R. 11417) granting an increase of pension to
Eli Brainard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Ny Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 11418) granting an in-
crease of pension to George W. Smith; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HULL of Towa: A bill (H. R. 11419) for the relief
of George A. Smith; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (IT. R. 11420) granting an increase of
pension to Levi W, Short; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McLEMORE: A bill (H. 1&. 11421) granting a pension
to Otilia P. Smythe; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. REED: & bill (H. IR, 11422) granting an increase of
pension to Willinm I, Dunlop; to the Comuniftee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11423) granting a pension to Nancy J.
Clark ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SNYDER : A bill (H. IR. 11424) granting a pension to
Belle 8. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 11425) granting an in-
.crease of pension to Willilam Goodwin; to the Committee on

“Yuvalid Pensions.

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 11426) granting an increase
of pension to Levi Lindenmuth; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. VESTAL: A bill (H. R. 11427) granting an increase of
pension to John Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILSON of Lounisiana: A bill (H. R. 11428) granting
an increase of pension to Mary E. Wainwright; to the Commit-
tee on Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr, CARY : Petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, Ill,,
relative fo payvment of incomie and excess-profits taxes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Fond du Lac (Wis.) Woman’'s Club, against
increase in second-cluss postage ; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of faculty of Lake Erie
College, of Painesville, Ohio, against increase in second-class
postage ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DOOLING ; Petition of New York State Ice Manufac-
turers' Association, against increase in second-class postage; to
ithe Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CLASSON: Petition of J. B. Steele, publicity chair-
man, liberty-loan commiftee, relative to subseription for liberty
loan in Outagamie County, Wis.; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

By 3r. GRIEST : Memorial of Lancaster (Pa.) Clearing House
Association, relative to payment of income and excess-profits
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Memorial of The Bronx Board of Trade,
New York City, favoring pneumatic-tube mail service; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr, JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial of Northwestern
Typographical Conference, oppusing the admission of oriental
labor into the United States; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. LUNDEEN : Petition of the representatives of the
building industry of the States of Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska,
Missouri, Kansas, South Dakota, North Dakotn, Indiana, Illi-
nois, and Wisconsin, requesting that a representative from the
States mentioned above be appointed to serve upon the war
emergency coustruction board; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, petition of Machinist Helpers' Lodge, No. 939, Minneap-
olis, Minn., asking that Federal control of railroads be given a
fair trial before return of roads into private hands: also. asking
that no definite time be set for return of public roads back to
private capital; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. McARTHUR: Petitions of Linn County Pomona
Grange, favoring prohibition during the war; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Linn County Pomona Grange, favoring law
conseripting wealth; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RAKER: Petitions of Goodyear Rubber Co., Weir
Fancy Goods Co., Frank B. Peterson Co., Cardinell-Vineent Co.,
and Newbauer Bros,, all of San Franecisco, Cal., urging support
of Senate bill 3962, relative to payment of income and ezcess-
profits taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of Owensmouth (Cal.) Cham-
ber of Commerce, indorsing employment in agricultural pursuits
of prisoners of war; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Petition of Elin D. Nichoison, secre-
tary Woman's Club, Thief River Falls, Minn,, agninst use of
national parks for grazing purposes; to the Committee on the
Public Launds.

3¥ Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Yonng Women's Missionary
Society of First United Presbyterian Church, McDonald, Pa., fa-
voring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Ar. TILSOXN : Petition of Military Orider of Foreign Wars
of the United States, in favor of permitting the zoldiers and
saflors of the United States to receive decorations given by our
allies; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

SENATE.
Saturpay, April 13, 1918.

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, the comradeship of service hrings us very close
together in this tragic life of ours. To-day as we meet with the
notice of the passing of one of the honoredl Members of the
Senate our heuarts are saddened. We thank Thee for his life
and for his public service. We bless Thee that he has lived
among us, bearing in all the years the white flower of a stain-
less life. Thou hast called him to the reward of the great
beyond. Tet Thy blessing rest upon us as we cherish his memory
and help us to emulate all his virtues.

And now, O God., as we have come this day to 1he greatest
crisis in our Nation’s history, and in the hhtury of the world,
we pray Thee to make bare Thine arm to save. For Christ's
sake. Amen.

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Raxsperr aml by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

DEATH OF SENATOR BROUSSARD,

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. I'resident, it is with profound sorrow
that I announce to the Senate the death of my late eolleague,
Senator Broussirp, who died at his home in New Iberia, La,,
at 8,30 last night, after a long and very painful iliness.

I shall not attempt to say anything about the late Senator
at this moment, but at a later time I shall ask the Senate to
set aside some hour at which fitting testimonials may be paid
to the memory and public services of my deceased colleague.

Mr. President, I send to the desk the following resolutions
and ask for their adoption.

The resolutions (8. Res. 224) were read, considered by unani-
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows:

Kesolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the
death of the Hon. Ropenrt F, BroUssaup, late a Scnator from the State
of Loulsiana.

Resolved, That a committee of eight Senators be appointed by the
Vice DPresident to take order for superintending the funeral ot Mr,
Broussarp, to be held in the city of New lberia, La.

Resolved, That the Becretary communicate these resolutions to the
House of Represenmtivw

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed under the second resola-
tion, as the committee on the part of the Senate, Mr. RANSDELL,
Mr. Varpaman, Mr. Kmpy, Mr. Kixa, Mr. THoMPsox, Mr. SurH-
ereAND, Mr. Myers, and Mr, SHAFROTH.

Mr. RANSDELL. AMr. I'resident, as a further mark of respect
to the Inemory of the deceased Senator, I move that the Senate
do now adjourn.

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 15,
1918, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
SATurpaY, April 13, 1918.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, ey, Henry N. Couden, D. D,, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Infinite Spirit, Father Soul, a living, vitalizing presence, ever
working in and through the minds and hearts of the suscveptible,
for the larger life and grander achievements, that human hap-
piness may be advanced.

But alas, for the perversity of human nature and the willful-
ness of men, we stand before Thee abashed and humilinted at
the awfu!l spectacle presented by the world in the terrible tragedy
through which we are passing; brought about by the muchina-
tions, cunning, and evil designs of comparutively few, who
would change the course of human events and subject
to the barbarous methods of militarism and autocracy.
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Intervene, we beseech Thee, with all the force of Thy holy
influence ; confound the enemies of civilization and give success
to the arms of those who are compelled to fight for human rights;
for Thine is the kingdom and the power and the glory forever.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE,

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi-
cation:

ArnriL 13, 1918,
Hon. CHAMP CLARK,
Speaker of the Housge,

Dean Mn. SPEAKER: I ask leave of absence for three days, to particl-

pate in liberty-loan campaigns in my district,
Very truly, yours,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none, .

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:

To Mr, TroumAas F. SyrrH, for one week, on account of illness.

To Mr, Caxprer of Mississippl, for two days, on account of
illness.

ISAAC BACHARACH.
[After a pause.] The

CAPT. H. A. MEYER.

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a communi-
cation from the Acting Secretary of War in response to n House
resolution. The Clerk will read the communieation.

The Clerk began the reading of the communication.

The communication is as follows:

WAR DEPARTMEXNT,
Washington, April 6, 1918.
Hon. CraMp CLARK, .
Bpeaker House of Representatives.

My Dear Mgr. SPEAEKER : With reference to House resointion No. 297,

m'ﬂtth Congress, second session, directing the Secretary of War to

sh the facts concerning the issuance of a commission as captain
to Herbert A. Meyer, which resolutlon was referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs, T beﬁlleave to place before you the facts in this
connection. Herbert A, Meyer was appointed captain, Quartermaster
Reserve Corps, on March 12, 1917. This appointment was made upon the
recommendation of the Quartermaster General as the result of an ex-
amination conducted by a board of officers in conformity with General
Orders No. 82, War Department, 1916. His papers show that he had
four years’ service with the United States Marine Corps, finishing his
enlistment as gquartermaster ser%gant. and six years' excellent admin-
istrative training in civil life. e performed no active service onder
this commission. On February 16, 1918, with the consent of the Quar-
termaster General, he was examined by a board of officers under
Bpeclal Regulations No. 43, War Department, 1917, for appolntment
to the Bignal Corps and found duly qualified for appointment as cap-
tain, Hiﬁnnl Reserve Corps, and recommended by the Chief Signal Officer
for such appointment. This recommendation was approved on March
16, 1918, is appointment as captain, Signal Reserve Corps, auto-
matically vacated his quartermaster commission.

ttention is invited to the fact that as captain, Quartermaster Re-
gerve Corps, on the Inactive list, he was entitled to classification in
section b, Selective Service Regulations. However, he failed to avail
himself of this and was placed in class 4, because of a dependent wife
and child. Capt. Meyer was examined for his first commission two
months before the declaration of war and over three months before
the passage of the selective-service law. The foregolng clearly estab-
lishes that Capt. Meyer was appointed in conformity with the act of
June 3, 1916, as passed by Congress and the regulations as prescribed
by the President. He has been continuously in the military service
si";wc the date of his commission, March 21, 1917, though not on active
duty, and at no thme has been subject to selective-service regulations
for this reason.

With respect to that part of the resolution which reads, * recent
official statements of the War Department discontinuing the issuance
of commissions in the Army of the United States to persons in civil
life and to registrants under the selective-draft act of May 18, this
¢ould be construcd to mean that the War Department had announced that
the issuance of commissions to ecivilians and draft registrants had been
discontinued ahsalute?. This is not the fact so far as concerns the
various staff corps and departments and the special and technical units

rovided for in the selective-service act of May 18, 1917. Commissions
{:nm been and are under the existing policy issued to qualified appli-
cants from each of the classes referred to in your resolution, No an-
nounced policy of the War Department was violated when Capt. Meyer
was commissioned ecaptain, Aviation Section, Signal Corps. Any appli-
cant for this or any other stalf corps commission, whether from civil
life or a registrant under the selective-draft act, with the same quall-
fications and recommendations, wounld have been so commissioned.

At the beginning of the war the various staff corps and departments
were in the ]larocess of a relatively great expansion and their need for
anpcrly qualified officers was very great. The heads of the various

epartments were charged with the responsibility to carry out success-
fully the war program in so far as it concerned each of them, and as
they were responsible for the results it was thought best to give them a
comparatively free hand in the selection of their officers to uccomFilsh
these results. Appointments were made under the national-defense
act, June 3, 1916, and regulations made in pursuance thereof, and with-
out regard to the age of the applicant, except as specified therein, pro-
vided ﬁo was professionally qualified and recommended by the head of
the staff corps or department concerned.

On August 11, 1917, the following instructions were given concern-
.g:lg the comniissioning of young men subject to selective-draft regula-

ons :

* The Secretary of War directs that, before staff commissions that do
not imply active fleld service are issued to young men in good physical
condition subject to the selectlve draft, certificate be required that
equally well-qualified men who are above the draft-age limits, or who
are Rhyslcaily disqualified for active service, are not available.,”

This rule governed until Jannary 4, 1918. Many applicants for com-
missions were rejected if they dlﬁ not have special qualifications for

the work vequired. Some de&artment aends complained that the work
of their departments was being Interfered with ‘the enforcement of
this role, The matter was submitted to the War Council and on
January 4, 1918, the following resolution of the War Council was ap-
proved and direeted to be carried into effect:

“ Resolved, That the War Council recommends that hereafter men
required by the staff departments. and having speclal gualifications
for the duty for which they are desired, shall be commissioned, pro-
vided they do not come in class 1 under the new classifications for
the next draft. The council recommends that commissions be not
issued to persons in class 1.”

This remained in effect until February 4, 1918, when the following
amendment was ordered by the Secrelar{ of War upon the recom-
mendation of the I'rovost Marshal General:

“Only registrants whose class and order number are so late ihat
they are not within the corrent quota of their local boards shall be
eligible to be commissioned in staff corps.”

his is the rule, with respect to registrants and clvillans, now in
effect in so far as regards staff corps commissions; likewise for com-
rlngﬁ'ions in special and technical units provided for by act of May 18,

The policy above outlived has not been vielated In the issuance of
commissicns to persons In civil life or registrants under the selective
draft, May 18, 1917,

1t will be noted that at no time has it been the polley of the de-
partment to refuse to commission civilians or registrants of the selec-
tive draft if they were speclally guoalified and recommended by thal.
head of the staff corps or department that desired their services,
though at al' times an effort has been made to prevent the appoint-
ment of able-bodled young men within the draft age tc staff ('lepa.rt-
?lalentsii unless they appeared to be exceptionally qualified for duty

erein,

There have never been any restrictlons upon appointments, in so
far as concerns the draft age, in the Medical Department. For ob-
vious reasons this was not desirable.

There has been a gradually increasing tendency on the part of the
staff corps and departments (Signal, Ordnance, Engineer, and Quar-
termaster) to confine commissions to enlisted men, unless the appli-
cant had special technical qualifications and training which were de-
gired. The Engineer Corps has conducted three tralaing camps; the
Signal Corps is now conducting a large number of training schools in
various parts of the country, the Ordnance Corps has commissioned
about 100 from its training school and is now conducting a school for
securing commissioned officers in the Ordpnance Department; and the
Quartermaster Department likewlse is conducting a school for the
purpose of securing officers for that corps.

With respect to commissions in the line (Infantry, Cavalry, Field
Artillery. and Coast Artillery), the following policy of the department
was announced at the beginning of the war before any troops were
officered or organized and shortly after the selective-draft act was
passed (June 4, 1917) :

“To provide officers for the drafted forces of the National Army, the
War Dprartment has adopted the policy of commissioning all new oflicers
of the line (Infantry, Cavalry, Field and Coast Artlllery) purely on the
basis of demonstrated ability after three months' observation and train-
ing in the officers’ tralning camps. Thus, the officers of the new
armies will be made entirely on merit and free from all personal or other
influences.”.

This pollcy has been consistently followed, There has, therefore,
been no discontinuing of the issuance of such commissions to registrants
under the selective-draft act, May 18, 1917, or to persons in civil life,

The attached lists of officers commissioned in line sections who did
not qualify at a tralning camp but were, however, given line commis-
glons is furnished :

“A." A list of officers commissioned In the Infantry Reserve Corps
under authority provided in section 31-A Belective Draft Hegulations
and assigned to dut{ as assistants to the governors of the States to
assist them in carrying out the selectlve-draft regulations. These offi-
cers will not be assigned, under their commissions, to duty with troops,

“B." A list of colored enlisted men taken from the Regular regi-
ments to provide officers recessary to organlze and officer the Ninety-
third Division, not enough belng provided by the colored tralning

camp,

(" Maj. Laurence Angel, an ex-officer Porto Rican Regiment, with
106 years’ commissioned service. who resigned in 1910 to accept a lucra-
tive position with the Maxims Munitions Corporation. He was a gradu-
ate line and staff class, Aivmy Service Schools, Fort Leavenworth. His
a?pointment as major of Infantry was considered and directed by Chief
of Htaff upon the recommendation of Maj. Gen. John F. Morrison
who was in charge of the service schools, His services were desi
for use as an instructor at future trai ninﬁ camps.

It is believed that the above is the only one of this class, although
it is possible that there may have been a few others appointed under
similar circumstances, but it is practically impossible to list such by
name without going over the records of all line cofficers amr)ointed to date,
which investigation wow.d require an indefinite length of time.

“D." A list of officers commissloned for purely Intelligence work under
the direction of the chlef of the military intelligence branch of the Gen-
eral Staff. These men were recommended for appolntment by the chief
of the intellizgence branch, and their appointments were made at the
direction of the Chlef of Btaff, and orders have been fssued that such
officers shall not be assigned to line duty, becanse they are not qualified
for such duty It was not desired that they be allowed to secure line
commissions without having qualified through a training camp. These
officers are available for Gutf wherever their services are needed, at
home or abroad, but only for intellizence work.

“E.” A copy of the board report on Cagt. Meyer's examination and a
copy of the recommendation of the Chief Signal Officer.

“F.” Training-camp memorandum, containing policy with reference to
appointment of line officers. :

Very respectfully, BexEDICT CROWELL,
Acting Sceretary of War.

House resolution 207,

Ix ToE HoUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED BTATES,
April 5, 1918,

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to

furnish to the House, for information of the House, as soon as prac-
ticable, the facts in reference to the issuance of a commission to Herbert
A. Meyer, as captain in the Aviation Section of the Signal Corps; also
any information as to whether the recent official statements of the
rtment discontinuing the lssuance of commissions in the Army
nited States to persons in civll life and to registrants under

War De
of the




1918.

CONGRESSIONAT RECORD—HOUSE.

5063

the selective-draft act of May 18. 1917, were violated in the case of
Herbert A, Meyer: also a list of all commissions which have been issued
in violation of such ure,

Attest : Sovrn TRIMBLE,

Clerk.
By J. €. Bourm,
Chief Clerk.

Exmrerr B

List of colored officers commissioned in the Reserve Corps or National
Army who did not attend the training camp at Des Moines, lowwa.
All were enlisted men when commissioned

o
Namae. Rank Assigmment.
Black. Bamuel A.........cccvvereuannd.]| Second Hautenant.| Ne tNem}(purto{
embarkation,
Brown. Willlam. LR s e | I)a
Gaines, Underw . Firstlientonant.. . ’
Harvey, JesseJ.... ... .. . ..... Becond lieutenant. .‘Brlf* Gnrl. Rov Hofl-

man 931 Division,
Newport News Va.
Ne News (port of
kation), Va.
Bri': Gen, Roy Hofls
man, 931 Division,
New, News. Va.

N News
cwg:rrt @ m']{'mto{

'Briz. Gen. Roy Hofl-
man. 931 Division,
Newport News. Va.

Simelton, Dove E.....ccceeenveeananr..| Firstlioutenant... Newgt?m(@ﬂot

Thorntun,Wl.lll:m:....................i..‘..do............ ;

Hurt, JOhD. ..cooenvnsasesnnyenmnsenves| FirstHeutenant...
Jahmsony Robert: ... oo ca e e

Maryweather, MoSeS W :....eeemsemnneeliseee @0unnenonnann

Newton, Arthur..... ot -
Penn; James R ... .cceiicaioisinenas =

Ser:oml lisutenant

Exmisir C:
List of officers commissioned from civil life withaut attending tmbﬂua
camp.
Maj. Laurence Angel, Infantry, National Army; age, 47.

ExmisiT A.
Name. Age. Address.
Mal. (‘mcphl Hubbard. Infantry Officers’ Re- 47-3 | Montzomery Ala.
orps.
Ma] Frank 5. Hutton Infantry Officers’ Re- 36-2 | Bacramo:to. Cal
sarve Corps.
Capt. Tohn Evans Inmutry Officors’ Reserve 2337 | Deaver, Colo.
H.ni ?1311: Buckley, Infantry Officers’ Reserve . 32-11' | Hartford Conn.
Capt. 'Rmnnd 0. Wilmarth Infantry Ofi- 34 | Washington D.C.
Qam Edwd An‘:lrnﬁnn. Infantry Officers” Re -2 | Tallahasses, Fla
orps.
Jool B. Mallet. Infaniry Officers’ Reserve 24-1 | Atlana Ga
orps .
CapL Frank A MeCall, Intantry Officers’ Re- 4{7-3 | Boise Idaha
ll.uj Iune gm th .nmotry Officers Reserve 42-1 | Springfield. .
Msl ﬁ?:bf U, Baltzell Infantry Officers Re- 3-8 | Indianapelis, Ind.
Ha.’ggy _Shell Infantry Officers’ Resarve £-9 | Das Moine. lowa
M?:a . Neull Rahn Inmatry Officers’ Reserve 43-1 | Topeks, Kans
Maj. mrv F. Rhodes. :nfantry Qfficers Ra- 22-1 | Frankflort, Ky
!!.nJ r-wf?'uuhr Infantry Officers’ Rosere 44-2 | Baton Rouze La
orps,
ca t Wm. Ernest Lawry Iniantry Officers’ 35- Aungusta, Ma.
aserve Corps.
Capt. Benl. G. Gott, [ntantry Officers’ Reserve 52 . | Anmapolis ML
Hl(i;j- Eoﬁ?r Wolcott Infantry Ofizers’ Reserve 40-3 | Boston, Mais
D3,
mlil %llbeﬂ k. Patermann judg: advocate 41-1 | Lansin, Mich
chipan National Guard.
H?, .John P, Snyder, Iniantry Officers’ Reserve 3 St. Pam Minn
thciut. ;LoL ames H. McCord Missour. Na- 58-5 | Jefforson C.ty, Mo
ona
lgzsp Harold M. Stewart, Inantry Officers’ 43-4 | Helena, Montk
rve (7
Capt \'i'gjter Indemon. Infantry Officers’ Re- 50-2. | Lincoln, Nebz.
serve Corps.
Capt, Chas. W. Howard, Infantry Officers Re- 27-6 | Concord. N. H&
sel'\‘e Corps.
lg Mahlon R. Marserum. Infantry Officers’ -4 | Trenton N.J
Capt. R. C. Reid. Infantry Officers’ Reserve 41-4 | Santa Fe; N. Mex.
First Lient. M. A. Holmes Infantry Officers’ 22-i | Albany N Y,
Reserve Corps.
Capt. G. A. Fraser Infantry Officers’ Reserve 23-1 | Bizmarck, N. Dak,
lsa; r‘\' 8. Pealer, Infantry Officers’ Reserve §7-5 | Columbus, Ohio.
orps.
Capt John E, Cullison, Infantry Officers’ Re- 50-5 | Portiand, Orez.
serve Corps. -
l!a.j Wm. G. Murdock, Infantry Officers’ Re- 309 | Harrisburg, I'a.
Ca!l. (:eo.@ Webb, Infantry Officers’ Reserve 49-7 }'—'rovidence,R.I.
H&J ﬁsltt!sdgs Bmith, Infantry Officers’ Re- 471 | Nashville, Tenn.
sServae
Maj. John LPTownus, jr., Infantry Officers’ Re- 319 | Austin, Tex.
serve Corps.
Capt. I-t V. Fitzgerald, Infantry Officers’ Re- 33-2 | Balt Lake City, Utah,
serve Corps.
Capt. Steven 8. Cushing, Infantry Officers’ Re- 34-1 | Montpelier, VE.
serve | 'orps.
Maj. \\‘illiam W. Bale, Virginia National 40-§ | Richmond, Va.
(.npt [r\i.ngw Zlegans, Infantry Officers’ Re- 30-% | Olympia, Wash.
Caﬁt. Br&c}‘nnridge Jones, Infantry Officers’ 30-3 | Charleston, W. Va.
BEErVe 3
”ﬂ c.dward F fitzpatrick, Infantry Officers’ 23-8 | Madison, Wis.
(‘nrt JohnT Eum Infantry Officers’ Reserve -1 | Juneau, Alaska
orps.
(¥ art H. Godding Field, quartermaster, Ofi- §1-7 | Honolulu, Hawail.
ters’ Rnserve(ur{w.
Cart. Richard J. Deusen, Infantry Offi- -1 | Ban Juan, P. R.
rers’ Reserve Corps.
Maj. Henry F l'rodem.an JInfantry Officers’Re- |.......cana. Little Rosk, Ark.
rerve (‘orps.
Cart. Henry G. Parker, Infantry Officers’ Re- |............| Dover, Del.
serve wﬁs
Hn} Iohn Halrston, Infantry Officers” Re- |............| Jackson, Miss.
fn{t.W Jnﬁc{.\aba, Infantry Officers’ Reserve |............| Carson City, Nev.
Hujorg‘m!- lin 8. Hutchinson, Infantry Of- |............| Albany, N. Y.
rers’ Reserve Corps. .
Maj. J'ohn D. Langston, Infantry Officers’ Re- |............| Raleigh, N. C,
farve Iﬂ"m
Maj. h\;gmm M. Kerr, Infantry Officers’ Re- |............| Oklahoma City, Okla.
rerve Cor|
“él Rinhﬁd E. Carwile, Infantry Officers’ |, _........ Columbia, 8. C.
n(t Rnr K. Olds. Infantry Officers” Reserve |............| Cheyenne, Wyo.

ExmiBIT D.
Officers of the Infantry on intelligence dutly.

Name. "Rank. Age. Address,
Knatenshue, F. G......| Lieutenant colonol, In- 45-2 | Seattle, Wash.
3 fantry, National Army.

Cralg, Henry C.......... Calgta.m Infantry, Na- 29-9 | Hobokea
Army.

Cramer, Y. Grant.._. ool c0e e i aenss -3 £8-4 | Washinztow

Hu es, Rupﬂrsm ...... PranelliOus st s et ey 45-3 Do,

T any,thas. : PR iy T ISR e 40-3 | New. York
susig, Knox...........| Fist hwtmnm. Tnfan- 42— | St. Louis.
try, National Arm}v
Hay, Clarenca L. ... .-.| Second lheatenant, In- |........... | dew York,

: mnlry,NntwnalAnR
Manning, Jos. A.........| Captain, Iu(.\nt.r; [ B4 | Wasaington
cers’ Keserve Corps,

Name in full:

ExHisir I

War DEpARTMENT,

S16XAL Conrs, UNITED STATES ARMY.
Record of examination for the Bignal Reserve Corps, Aviation Eection.

Herbert Alton Meyers, captain—nonflying.
If in mllimry service : Rank, captain; organization,
Reserve (Corps: regiment—station. inactive 1st.

uartﬂ master

TPresent post- -office address : 1760 Euclid Street NW., Washington, D. C,
Permanent post-office address : 1760 Euclid Street NW., Washington,

D.

Educational Institutions attended: Staunton Military Academy,
George “anhl.ngton University, Washington, f)
905-1907 ; National University Law School,

nia, 1900-1904 :

Business ex
Railroad and

Washington,
erience : Assistant to swretury

in charge of Ala
rritories, Secretary of Interior, March, 1917. to date;

C.
Dati‘and place of birth: August 30, 1886, at Chillicothe, Ohio,

Vir-

[ b2 1908.
skan

private secretary to ‘im.reta,ry of Interior, 1911 to 1917 ; assistant secre-

tary Railroad SBecuriti

ber, 1910, to March, 1911;
July, 1909, to November, 1910 ; clerk,

es Commission,
clerk, De

Corps, December 26, 1905, to J uly 14, 1

Previous military or naval service or trainln":

United S

tates Government, Novem-
artment of Commerce and Labor,
ea(lquurturs United States Marine

Cagtaln cadet corps,

Staunton Military ‘Academy, 1908-1904 ; serceant Quartermaster Corps,
United States Marine Corps, 1905—»1909, captain Quartermaster Corps,
U. 8. A, March 21, 1917, to date.

EXAMINATION.

Physical : Batisfactory if waiver on physical dlsqual!ﬂcat{on is-granted.
Moral : Fatisfactory.
Professional : Satisfactory.
Qualifications for special services: Proficlent In automobile driving;
studled theory of automobile repair, accounting, storekeeping, surveying.

Remarks : None.

The board is of the opinlon that Herbert Alton Meyers has the Tbyﬁl—

cal, moral, and professional ?ualiﬂcations to perform efliclently a

dutles of cuplaln‘ nonflying, in the Signal Reserve Corps, Aviation See-

1 the

tion, and does recommend that he be commisaloned as such immediately.

Lieutenant Colonel, Medical Ccrrp k

Loprre,

!mfted States Army,
ctired, Examining
WRENKN,

oard.

Captain Signal Reserve Corps, Aviation Sectiom,
President Egamining Board.

Board met in mnl:l

1917, and S|
Present :

ial O
eut.

Btates Army, retired,
Aviation Section.

Place : Washington, D. C.; date

Applicaut personally appeared before examinin

day of P‘ehruazi 1918,
e

whlch privilege

Col.
Army, retired, or Lieut. Col. S.

Nelson Gapen,

and Capt.

flance with Special Order 207 War Department,
er 254, War Department, 1017
Medirval Cor 3
. De Loffre, Med
R, D. Wrenn, Signal Reserve Corps,

February 16, 1918,

United States
cal Corps, United

board on the 16th

and was accorded the right of challenge, of
daid not avail himself, and was then examined.
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Exaipit F.

War DEPARTMENT,
THE ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE,
June §, 1917,

Memorandum of information. Officers' training camps, August 27-
November 20, 1917,
1. GEXERAL PLAN,

To provide officers for the drafted forces of the Natlonal Army the
War Department has adopted the policy of commissioning all new officers
of the line (Infantry, valrg ield, and Coast Artillery) purely on
the basis of demonstrated ab it:r after three months' observation and
training in the officers’ training camps. Thus, the appointment of
officers of the new armies will be made entirely on merit and free from
all personal or other influences,

As an emergency measure to provide officers for the first 500,000
drafted troops the War Department has put in operation 16 offlicers’
training camps, with a totnl attendance of about 40,000. These 16
camps correspond to the territorial divisions in_which it is planned to
raise troops under the draft act of May 18, 1917. These camps, which
began May 15, 1917, are expected to ﬁmv‘ltle line officers well qualified
as to character and training and sufficient for the first increment of
500 , with a reserve for that increment.

F(ollowlns the policy of commissioning officers on demonstrated worth
it is intended that after the first increment of 500,000 has been organ-
ized, officers will be obtalned by promoting officers and men already in
the Regular Army, National Guard, and drafted forces, thus giving to
those who have volunteered or have been drafted for military service
full opportunity to earn promotion to the exclusion of those not in
actual military service.

The period devoted to the organization of the first 500,000 must
therefore be devoted to training and selecting officers for the second
500.000 to supplement those promoted from iroops in service.

To meet this sitnation a second series of officers’ training camps will
be held beginning August 27, 1917, with the definite mission of pro-
ducing a body of line officers (Infantry, Cavalry, Field and Coast Ar-

tillery) capable of filling all places in the grades above lientenant and
tmrany of the places in the grade of lleutenant in the second 500,000
OOPS,

The training camps to be established for this purpose will afford
those not in the military service, or drafted in the future, the last o
i)ortunlty to become officers. Also, in connection with these camps it
s to be noted that mature and experienced men are needed to fill the

grades (first lieutenant, captain, major, and a few llentenant
) in the d 500,000,
2, DATE AND LOCATIONS OF CAMPS,

Date (for all cnmﬁa). August 27 to November 26, 1917.

Locations : Fort Myer, Va. (two camps).—For Divisional Area I
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont. Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and
onnecticut) and Divisional Area V (New Jersey, Delaware, Marylaud,
District of Columbla, and ginia).

Fort McPherson, Ga. (two camps).—For Divisional Area IT (congres-
sional distriets 1 to 26, inclusive, of New York Btate, being New York
City and contiguous territory) and Divisional Area VII (Alabama,
Georgla, and Florida).

Fort Oglethorpe, Ga.
York congresslona!' distriets 27 to

higher

{two camps).—For Divisional Area III (New

43, and Pennsylvania congressional
distriets 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 21, 25, and 28) and Divisional Area VI
(Tennessee, North Carolina, and South Carolina).

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Ind. (three cnmps{.—For Divisional Arca
IV (Pennsylvania congressional districts not included above in Area
II1), Divislonal Area VIII (Ohio and West Virginia), and Divisional
Area IX (Indiana and Keutuck{#

Fort Logan H. Roots, Ark. (two camps), or othe: Elace to be desig-
nated.—For Divisional Area X SWismn n and Michigan) and Divl-
sional Area XII (Mississippl, Louisiana, and Arkansas).

Leon Sprin x. (two camps),—For Divisional Area XI EIlllnois)
and Divisional Area XV (Texas, Arizona, New Mexigo, and Oklahoma).

Fort Riley, Kans. (two cam ).—Dlvfslonnl Area XIIT (Minnesota,
North Dakota, South kota, Nebraska, and Jowa) and Divisional Area
X1V (Kansas, Missouri, and Colorado). :

Presldio of San Franecisco, Cal. (one camp).—For Divisional Area
XVI (Utah, Wyoming, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Washington,
and California).

3. QUOTAS OF CAMPS BASED ON POPULATION,

Each eamp will have a quota equaling the population of the divisional
area (Census Bureau estimate, 1915) multiplied by .00016. This will
ﬂve to each divisional area about 1,000 men, and will insure an equal
t' sls of representation to each State in the Union according to pepula-
ion.

4. QUALIFICATIONS,

{l) Classes eligible to apply. Age limits. e

a) Members of the Officers’ Reserve Corps (line sections) who,
through no fault of their own, were unable to attend the first serles
of camps; also reserve officers of staff corps under 50 years of age with
at least two months' service in war and who have had experience in
Infantry, (hvalrf. or Artillery.

(b) Noncommissioned officers of the Regular Army recommended In
March, 1917, for temporary appointment in case-of war, and who,
through no fault of their own, were unable to attend the training schools
for Regular Army noncommissioned officers in April, 1917. Maximum
age limit, B0 years.

(¢) Resigned officers of the Regular Army. Maximum age limit, 50
years.

(d) Men of proper qualifications made eligible for the Officers’ Re-
serve cor{m by the Army appropriation act of May 12, 1917. Maxi-
mum ::fc imit, B0 years. z

(e) Men who have qualified for commissions under General Orders,
No. 42, War Department, 1915. Maximum age llmit, 50 years.

(f) Citizens of the Unlted States who have had war service in the
present war as officers or noncommissioned officers of the line in the
armies of allied powers., Maximum age limit, 44 years.

(g) Men of esm-])tlonal gualifications who tendered their services to
the Government prior to June 5, 1917, and who have been listed undee
ggnvrai Orders, No. 27, War Department, 1816.

Fears,

(h) Citizens with valuable military experience and nllnptubilit]\' for
commissioned grade, or ecitizens who have demonstrated marked abllity
and capacity for leadership, and are clearly adapted for military serviee
in commissioned grade. Maximuom age limit, 44 years.

Nogoe.—Aen who rhppl!e:! for the flrst series of camps must reapply,
=hethor or not certitiid as suitable for the first camps. Right to enter

Maximum age limit,

camp, 1F zelected. 1< not affected by the fact that applicant is drafted
befa=e or afier camp o gins.

The minimum age limit for all applicants is 20 years and 9 months.
However, in order to obtain the experienced class of men desired pref-
erence will be given to men over 81 years of age, other things beln
equal. Because of the anticipated large number of applications it wlil
probably be difficult for men under that age to uaRP . except in In-
stances where the applicant has preeminent qualifications or unusual
military experience. This applies to the training camps described
herein. TFor later camps see paragraph 1,

5. MANNER OF APTLICATION AND PROCEDURE FOR SELECTION.

All who desire to become candidates will apply on the official applica-
tion blank which accompanies thls circular. ﬁen certified as accelinptahla
for the first series of camps (the camps now in operation), but .not
directed to attend must in all cases renew their applications. Depart-
ment commanders have been directed to return to prlor applicants
papers flled with their previous a?ltmtlans. i

A member of the National Guard in Federal service may apply through
channels, and, if accepted, will be part of his State quota.  While ﬁn
the training camp he will be on detached service from his National
Guard organization. .

It 1s expected that the entire National Guard will be in Federal service
before these training eamps open., If the applicant’s organization is
not in Federal seryice at time of making application he must inclose
with his application a signed statement of the adjutant general of ‘the
State recommending the aﬁplimnt as suitable for appointment as an
officer, and agreeing to discharge him, or furlough him for three months
beginning August 27, 1917, if not in Federal service on that date.

he few noncommissioned officers of the Regular Army who were not
in position to be included in the training schools established for noncom-
missioned officers recommended for temporary appointment will, If
accepted, be included in the r&uom of the State in which they are sta-
tioned. These men are highly trained instructors scatture«f throngh
th%mu]nlry oufc?]l’leg{: rﬁ- ﬁegr‘_mtting duty.

smployees o e United States must inelose the si -
tion and consent of their chiefs, L Ten A agin

. Will mail their applications t b
e W] eside in— applications to examin
Area. | Quota hose who reside in ing offieer, socond training camp.—
128 | Maine.................| Fort McKinley, Me.
72 | New Hampshire......| Fort Constitu%on. N.H
I 58 | Vermont..............; Fort Ethan Allan, Vt.
"""" 587 | Massachusetls.........| Fort Warren, Mass.
06 | Rhode Island ..| Fort Adams, R. L.
196 | Conneaticut........... | Do.
0 LUy X 972 | New York (districts 1 | Governors Island, N. Y.
| _ to 23, inclosive). |
714 | New York %distrlcts 27 | Fort Porter, N. Y.
| to 47, inxlusive). |
T 272 | Pennsylvanis  (dis- | 130 North Washington Awveans, Seran-
| tricts 10, 11, 14, 15, ton, Pa.
| 16, 21, 25, and 23).
i %3 |Pennsylvania (not in- | 122) Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa.
| cluded in Area ITI). |
362 | New Jersey....ocoeean | Trenton, N, J.
35 | Delawara .| Port M:ilumy, Md
Vot 208 | Maryland.... ........ | Do.
48 | District of Columbia. Do.
347 | Virginia...............} Fort Monroe, Va.
370 | North Carolins, . .. Raleigh, N. (.
'8 e i 255 | South Carolina.._.....| SBoutheast Department, Charleston, 8. C.
|38l : 523} Broadway, Nashville, Tenn.
| 448 Fort MaPherson, Ga.
i Clark Duilding, Birmingham, Ala.
53 West Bay Stroat, Jariksanvlille, Fla,
."Charleston, W, Va.
[ | Columbus ﬁnm‘;k‘s. Ohio.
1 | Fort Benjamin Hureisoa, Ind.
s Kentucky.............| 640 West Jeflerson Street, Louisville, Ky.
Michigan..............] Fort Wayna, Detrait, Mizh.
5 Wisconsin.............| 3)1 Wells Street, Milwaukea, Wis.
XT.iois 710 Tifools. - . co oot Kort Sheridan, 111.
Mississippl............] 202% West Capital Straat, Tazkson, Mis
XII....., 272 | Arkansas..............| Fort Lozan H. Roats, Ark.
288 | Lounisiana............. Jasksan Barmacks, New Orleans, La
361 | Minnesota.............| Fort Snelling, Minn,
355 | lowa..................| Fort Des Moines, lowa
XI17.. 113 | North Dakota.........| Fort Lingoln, N, Dak.
109 | SBouth Dakota........ .| Bioux Falis, 8. Dak.
200 | Nebraska.............| Fort Crook, Nebr
528 | Missouri..............| Jofferson Barracks, St. Louis. Mo.
XIV.... 288 | Kansas............-..| Fort Riley, Kans,
152 | Colorado. ....e........| Fort Logan, Colo.
883 | Texas..........coe.on.| Fort Sam Honston Toct.
XV 236 | Oklahomsg .............| Fort 8ill, Okla.
64 | New Mexico..........| Santa Fe, N. Mox.
40 | Aritong......eceonena- Whipple Barracks, Aris.
72 | Montana......i.ooooil. Helena, Mont.
28 | Wyoming.............| Fort D. A, Russzll, Wyo
64 | Idaho........ R ...| Boise Barracks, [daho.
TVI 240 | Washington...........| Fort Lawton, Wash.
130 | Orezon.......c.e......| Vancouver Barracks, Waih
16 | Nevada....... ..| Reno, Nev.
68 | Utah.. . Fort Douglas, Utah.
¢57 | California.............| Presidio of S8an Franpiszo, Cal

_Read the instructions on the application and fill it out carefully.
Note particularly that letters of recommendation are not waunted, but
only the names of three responsible eitizens who know the applicant
best. Each applicant must be examined physically at his own cxpense
by a rcputahleﬁPhysiciau, who will fill out the physical report forming
art of the official application blank. This preliminary examination
s subject to review, and the examining. officer um_\lr require another
examination. Men who Submitted physical examinations on the Army
blank for the first series of camps may submit these reports in lieu of &
new examination.

Applications will be received between Jume 15 and July 15, 1917.
Under no circumstanees will an application be considered if reccived
after July 15 It will be promptly returned to the applicant.

Shortly after July 15 Army examiners will visit various poinis, to ba
announced, in each State. ﬁpllmnts selected for personal and physi-
cal examination will be notified to appear before the Regular Army
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examiner in Remn at a convenient point for inguiry into his record,

capacity, leadership, and qualifications in general, also for further
physical examination if deemed necessary by the examiner.
.~ After ithe personal and physical examinations are cempleted, and as
soon after August 1, 1917, as practicable (not later than August 10),
the accepted applicants will be notified when and where to go for the
training course. :

6. OBLIGATION.

Accepted applicants, unless they are reserve officers or members of the
Regular Army or National Guard in Federal service, will be reguired
to entist for & period of three months, under section 54, national-defense
in the Army of the United

act, and will agree to accept such commission
The enlistment

States as may be tendered by the Secretary of War.
obligates one to service in the training camp only.
7. APPOINTMENTS AT CLOSE OF CAMPS—JAGE LIMITS FOR COMMISSIONS.

Men will be classified and recommended for commissions on the basis
of thelr qualifications as demonstrated during the training. Those
eligible under the Officers’ Reserve Corps age limits (up to 32 for second
lieutenant, 36 for first :leutenant. 40 for mﬁm“' and 45 for major),
will be commissioned for five years in the Reserve Corps. However,
these age limits wiil not govern all appointments, because under the
draft act of May 18, 1917, these age limits do not apply to appointment
for the war only. Accordingly, men qualified for commissions (except
for the Reserve Corps age limits) will commissioned in the National
Army for the war. In other wards, a man of 40 may be commissioned
a second lieutenant in this manner if recommended for that grade.

8. TAY AND EXPENSES.

The Government will pay the men in training $100 per month during
the three months' course, and will provide transportation, uniforms,
and subsistence, except that reserve officers In tralning will receive
the pay of their grades, and will provide uniforms and subsistence at
their own expense.

All necepted applicants are urged, howerer, to provide their own uni-
forms in advance, as follows :

1 hat, service

1 coat, service, olive drab.

2 ghirts, flannel, olive drab.

2 breeches, service, olive drab.

‘1 pair leggins, canvas.

1 pair shoes. marching.

The Government wili provide all necessary arms and equipment, and
the necessary drill regulations and other publications used in the course
will be issued to accepted applicants in the camps.

9. COURSE OF INSTRUCTION,

The training will cover a period of three months., For the first month
the course will be uniform for all, with the purpose of giving instruc-
tion in the duties common to all arms. At the end of & month the men
will be divided, according to qualifications and needs of the service,
into Infantry, Cavalry, Field and Coast Artillery for special instruction
in their respective branches during the last two months. Candidates
for Cavalry commissions will be egquipped and trained dismounted for
service as Infantry,

10. CHARACTER OF MEN DESIRED. "

Since the special object of these camps is to train a body of men fitted
to fill the more responsible positions of command in the new armies,
every effort will be made to select men of exrePtional character and
}x‘:oved ability in their various occupations. While it is desired to give

1l opportunity for all eligible citizens to apply, no man need make
application whose record Is not in all respects above reproach and who
does not possess the fundamental characteristics necessary to inspire
re t and confidence.

¥y order of the Secretary of War:
H. P. McCa1n,
The Adjutant General.
Memorandum for The Adjutant General.
WAR DEPARTMENT,
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF STAFF,
% Washington, April 6, 1918.

The Acting Chief of Staff directs the attached resolution be referred
io you for the preparation of the necessary report.

. P. BisHOP,
Colaonel, General Staff, Secretary.

mll!gceivcd appointment section, Adjutant General's office, April 8§,

Done :

H, P. McCarx,
The Adjutant General.

Received Office Chief of Stafl April 8, 1918,

The SPEAKER. This communication was in answer fo a
resolution introduced by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, AN-
THONY], and the Chair submitted it to him——

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that it will take
about half an hour to read that report, and I can probably dis-
pose of it in a short time by making the motion to refer it to
the Committee on Military Affairs, and if recognized to make
that motion I can probably in a few words explain so as to
save the House some of the time that it would take to read the
entire report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, having had the privilege of
reading that report I regret that the Acting Secretary of War
has not seen fit to furnish the House with all the information
that is asked for in the resolution which was sent to that de-
partment. The report of the War Department seems to be
entirely devoted to a justification for the appointment of Capft.
Herbert A. Meyer as a captain in the nonflying branch of the
Aviation Corps. It tells what a fine man he is, and all that.
Capt. Meyer's character has never been questioned. He may
be all that the report says he is. He probably was a very
efficient secretary to one of the Cabinet officers of the present
administration. But that is not the question. What we did

LVI—321

want to know is what were the military reasons why his appoint-
ment has been juggled with by the War Department as the
appointment of no officer in the Reserve Corps has been juggled.
The report neglects to state that in September last, I think it
was, Mr. Meyer was commissioned as a captain in the Quarter-
master Corps and ordered for uactive duty with the Army in
France at about the same time when the draft was imminent,
and the department neglects to say that there is on file in the
War Department, as I understand there is, an order from the
Chief of Staff, dated a few days after the first one, revoking
the order assigning him to duty in France for some reason not
specifically stated, and he returned to duty as the secretary of
one of the Cabinet officers.

Mr, SLAYDEN. With the rank of eaptain?

Mr. ANTHONY. With the rank of a captain on the inactive
list. The matter drifted along with Mr, Meyer on the inactive
list as a captain of the Quartermaster Corps, and during that
time the department has construed that a man declining an
order to active service left the corps:

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, is the géntleman
proceeding by unanimous consent?

The SPEAKER. No. The gentleman made this statement,
that as it would take half an hour to read this communication
it would shorten the time if he explained it a minute or two
and he would move to refer it to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs and have it printed in the REcorb.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman from Kansas
seems to be cricitizing a report none of us have heard. He
seems to be making a statement that he has certain facts in his
possession that are not set forth in that report.

The SPEAKER. What the Chair was endeavoring to do was
to shorten up this matter.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman from Kansas
%cl»es not seem to be contributing very much to the efforts of the

wnir.

Mr. ANTHONY.
perhaps

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not proceed without
unanimous consent.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr, Speaker, of course, I do
not suppose the motion would be in order unless I had unani-
mous consent, but I ask unanimous consent that the report be
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs without furiler
reading.

Mr. CALDWELL. And that it be printed in the REcorn.

Mr. ANTHONY. I have already made the motion that it be
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, if my memory is
correct.

The SPEAKER.
make that motion.
Mr. ANTHONY. Then I ask for recognition on the motion,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Then it will have to be read,
of course.

Mr. GILLETT. To save time, I ask unanimous consent that it
be printed without reading. Of course, it will be read, if the
House wishes it.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Well, I shall not interpose fur-
ther objection to the gentleman proceeding.

Mr. ANTHONY. Ordinarily an officer appointed in the re-
serve who receives an order to the active list and is ordered to
duty, if he declines that order to active duty., goes back to his
status as a citizen. He is dropped from that list. In this case,
Mr. Meyer was not dropped from his status as an officer on the
inactive list, but for some purpose was kept on the list, and the
report from the department neglects to give us that information.

Mr. COX. DMr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. ;

Mr. COX. I wish the War Department had answered the
gentleman’s resolution. Will not the gentleman introduce an-
other resolution and ask for the information again?

Mr. ANTHONY. I shall renew my motion that this answer
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and then I
will introduce another resolution and ask for further informa-
tion. The case of Mr. Meyer slumbered along all winter until
March of the present year, when a reclassification of men eligible
to the draft was made. I have ascertained upon good informa-
tion that about March 17 Mr, Meyer was given a new designa-
tion to class 1. The probabilities were strong that this man
would be taken in the next draft. Thereupon, by some mys-
terious influence, Mr. Meyer received an appointment as a cap-
tain in the Aviation Corps—the nonflying branch. That ap-
pointment was obtained in the face of repeated statements from
the War Department that they would not assign young men
who were on the draft list to commissions in the Army unless

If the gentleman will hav: a little patience,

The Chair understands the gentleman to
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they were specially qualified from a technical standpoint. Yet
Mr. Meyer is given an appointment as captanin In the Aviation
Corps in the nonflying branch. In order to secure that appoint-
ment the Medical Department of the War Department, through
some mysterious influence, gives an order waiving a deficiency
of 16 pounds in weight, all of which is omitted in the present
report. I also understand that in this case some one secureil
a statement from an officer of the Signal Corps to the effect
that this man's services were very badly needed in the Aviation
Corps—the nonflying branch—hecnuse of the fact that among
the 3.500 officers on duty in that corps there were none available
that could perform the duty for which he was desired, a pre-
posterous statement on its face. That is the foundation that
is carefully laid in the department. Now, after he is appointed,
in the face of such a situation, the duties to which he was as-
sigzned. as I understand it, were those of superintending the con-
struction of buildings in a camp somewhere out West, a duty
that anyone of the 3,500 officérs on duty could have performed
or perhaps better by some civilian foreman. DBy the same mys-
terious influence this man is jumped over the heads of hundreds,
perhaps thousands, of other officers already in the Aviation Corps.
I hepe the House will send for all that information. I want
fo ask that a stop be put to political influences securing such
apimintments in the War Department. [Applause.]

Mr. COX. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. COX. Is this man in class 17

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand the reclassification in his ense
was made on Mareh 17, and that he was put in class 1, and that
on the day before or after the department gave him this ap-
pointment as captain, which made him safe,

Mr. COX. There is no question but that he is of the draft
age?

Mr. ANTHONY. There is no quesion but he is of draft age.

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman know whether he is married
or single?

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand he is married.

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes; I yleld.

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. The gentleman is very much
opposed to politieal influence in appointments by the War De-
partment, as T understand it?

Mr. ANTHONY. T absolutely am.

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas, Would my colleagune be willing
to inform the House just how many appointments from his dis-
trict there are in Gen. Crowder’s office and in the Judge Advo-
cate General's office?

Mr. ANTHONY., From my district?

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. Yes, sir.

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not know exactly. T think a couple of
officers have been appointed from my district; perhaps three
officers ; and I will state that two of them were appointed on the
initiative of the department rlone, without consulting with
any Member of Congress or any Senator that T have heard of.

Mr. CONNELLY of Kansas. YWould the gentleman be willing
to state what their polities is?

Mr. ANTHONY. I will not say as to that. I am not dis-
eussing appointments in Gen. Crowder’s office. I am discussing
appointments in the line of the Army, and in the Army as a
whole,

Mr. CALDWELL rose. :

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
New York rise? ;

Mr. CALDWELL. I want to speak on the motion when the
gentleman has concluded.

The SPEAKER. That can be dealt with later.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mpr. Speaker, if T may be allowed to proceed,
the country has been scandalized by publications in the great
newspapers of the country, especially the Chiengo Tribune, of
lists. of hundreds of young men, most of them members of promi-
nent families, most of them of very rich families of the mil-
lionaire class, most of them with strong pelitical connections,
who in the face of repeated assurances from the War Depart-
ment to Members of Congress that men of the draft age will
not be directly commissioned, have been appointed and assigned
to noncombatant places in all the different bureaus of the War
Department seattered over the country, where they ecan not
smel! powder, as a gentlemar. in my rear suggests. There is

no doubt but that the power of appointment in the War Depart-
ment has been grossly abused,

And before I close my remarks here on the floor and ask that
the reply o. the Acting Secretary of War be referred to the
Cominittee on Military Affairs for further action, I want to ex-
press my fear that in the present crisis which faces the country

the War Department is not taking proper steps to provide suffi-
cient trained commissioned officers for the greut army we are
trying to raise.

For the last three months the War Department seems fo have
been stricken with a palsy in the matter of raising a great body
of comwissioned personnel to officer the next bady of troops that
we are going to put into the field. For several months the origi-
nally established training camps of the line have not been in
o_eration in this country. They were abandoned in favor of
training men in the cantonments with the troops. I happen to
know that a seetion of the General Staff has made the strongest
kind of recommendations to the Secretary of War that lmme-
diate steps be taken toward the training of another iarge hody
of commissioned oflicers to officer the next body of men that we
are going to draft in this ecountry, and so far the department has
not taken a single step along that line. Gen. MeCain belleves we
should have a reserve of 50.000 trained officers of the line to
make up possible losses in the field in France, and Gen. Wood
only to-day urges that another Iarge body of men be put into
immediate training for compissions. I =ay it is time that some
life were shown and some activity displayed toward raising and
training not less than 50,000 commissioned oflicers to train and
lead the next great draft of troops that are to be called into
service.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. HAYDEN, Do I understand the gentleman to say that
no steps are being taken to provide training for officers?

Mr. ANTHONY. No steps are being taken to reopen or estab-
lish the original training camps for the training of oflicers of
the line. :

Mr. HAYDEN. A series of training eamps started on January
5, and they are just closing now: at every cantonment in the
United States, A Member of this body has been {raining at one
of these camps.

Mr. ANTHONY. Those are training eamps most largely for
enlisted men who are on duty at those cantonments; but the
training camps proper, for oflicers of the line, as I understund it,
closed severnl months ago.

Mr. HAYDEN. These are for officers of the line.
the gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, Does not the gentleman think the
proper policy is what the department is doing, recognizing at
these training eamps these men who have had the eourage to go
into the eunlisted ranks? Does the gentleman want to inderse the
idea of taking men from civilian life and putting them into train-
ing camps?

Mr. ANTHONY. No; I appreciate what the department has
done, but within the next month or two all of these organizations
will be in France, where they ought to he. We are going to
riise a great levy of absolutely untrained men, and in my
opinion it is not good military poliey to take the commissioned
officers altogether from the ranks of these new levies of men.
Enough men best fitted to be officers ought to be in training
now at properly established officers’ training camps before we
withdraw all these organizations from this country.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to
make the point of order that the gentleman from Kansas is not
discussing the matter before the House. The gentleman was
given consent to discuss a report, the reading of which had not
been completed, and to dispose of it in a very few moments,
The gentleman did proceed for a time to discuss that report -
in his own way, but now he has branched off into another propo-
sition entirely. It seems to me the gentleman ought to proceed
in order, out of regard for those of us who did not object to the
request for unanimous consent.

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think the gentleman has the slight-
est ground for his assertion. My remarks have been entirely
along the line of the subject of my inquiry, and I have kept
faith with the House, because my remarks have taken less time
than it would have taken to read the report; and if it will re-
lieve the gentleman’s mind any I will state to him that I am
about through with the few words that I have had to say.

The SPEAKER. The question invelved in this report was
about one man, and the gentleman’s later remarks have been
concerning the War Department,

Mr. ANTHONY. I will say to the Speaker that the question
involved the appointment of a great many other men.

Mr. SLAYDEN rose.

Mr. ANTHONY. If I may yield to the gentleman from Texns
[Mr. ScavypEx], I will after that move the previous question on
my motion.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I should like to ask the gentlcman a ques-

tion.
Mr, ANTHONY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas,

I am sure
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Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman just now stated that he ap-
proved of the policy of the War Department in promoting men
from the ranks to be commissioned officers?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

Mr. SLAYDEN, Has there been a proper rigid adherence to
that poliey?

Mr. ANTHONY. No; there has not. There has been the
widest divergence from that policy, as I say, in the matter of
these favored sons with political influence and sons of families
able to pull the strings. ,

On March 22, 1918, this article appeared in the Chicago
Tribune:

[By a staff correspondent.]
WasHINGTON, D. C., March 21 (spccial).

Reports that commissions have been Issued to 62,000 noncombatant
officers, although the combatant officers number only 63,000, and that
thousands of the noncombatant officers are of draft age, arc to be in-
vestigated by Congress.

The Senafe Committee cn Military Affairs has decided to act, and
Senator THOMAS. of Co.crado., Democrat, to-day introduced a resolu-
tion calling on the War Department to state how many noncombatant
reserve officers are of draft age.

“1If reports are true, that there has been wholesale commissioning
of rounic men of draft age to ataff jobs, whereby they not only escape
the draft but will cscape fighting for their country, T do not think it
is a very good thing for the morale of the American Army,” Senator
TaHOMAS said.

A MAZE OF UNIFORMS.

Washington is the grand headquarters of the noncombatant officers,
for there are few men, young cr old, of ithe thousands performing even
clerical duties in the war offices who have been unable to obtain com-
missions. Trere have not been so many uniforms in Washington
%nco the grand review of the Unlon Army at the close of the Civil

ar.

Many young officers of wealth and influence are sharing the discom-
forts of an overcrowded Capital with hundreds of men of draft age,
but in more modest circumstances, who have obtained noncombatant
commissions, War Department clerkshg)s carrying exemptions from
the draft at the request of Secretary Baker or assignment by Secre-
tary of the Navy Danicls to the “inactive list " of the Naval Reserve.

THE CASE OF BROWNX.

Perhaps the most unusual noncombatant commission so far Issued
is that possessed by L. Ames DBrown, the 27-year-old bosom friend of
Secretary Tumulty and late assistant of Gﬁorﬁ Creei, chairman of
the Committee cn Public Information. Young Mr. Brown, placed in
class 1 of the draft during his service in the Creel bureau, was made
a first llentenant and assigned to * intelligence duties solely ” in
Washinfmn and New York, with the proviso that he skould * not be
am’;lg:m to any other duty or the command of troops under this ap-

olntment."

% Humphrey Redfield, son of the Becretary of Commerce, is an assist-

ant pay clerk, with a desk in the Navy Supply Bureau. He was com-

missioned an ensign after his graduation from Amherst College, and

since that time has married and brought his bride to Washington,
ONE DANIELS IN SERVICE.

The only one of Becretary Danlels’ four sons in the service is Jo-
sephus, jr., whe enlisted in the Marine Reserve Corps and was as-
signed to duty in the Marine Corps office in Philadelphla. Recently
he was commissioned a sccond lieutenant in the Quartermaster De-
partment of the Marine Corps Reserve. Lieut. Danicls’s duties do
not take him to sea

Secretary of Agriculture Houston's son, David, jr., has been com-
missioned an ensign in the Navy and assigned to donty on a patrol
vessel in the second naval district. His service will be on the New
England coast. [

Secretary of State Lansing has no children. The only representa-
tive of the family in tbhe commissioned ranks of the service Is John
Foster Dulles, Mrs. Lansing’s nephew, who has commissioned a
captain and assigned to ine Army War College.

HAMMOND IS EXEMPTED.

John Hays Hammond, jr., son of the millionaire mining engineer, is
in Washington, engaged In work upon the radio torpedo which he in-
vented, and which he believes can be made useful in this war. The
device is to be given a test eventually, he says, by a War DeFartment
board headed by Gen. Wood. Mr. Hammond was exempted from the
draft at the request of Becretary of War Baker.

A younger brother, Richard Hammond, enlisted in the Naval Re-
serve as a boatswain's mate, first class, in May, 1917, and is now in
the Yale unit of the Naval Reserve in training for eventual service
on a coast-patrol vessel in the New FEngland district. Service on
coast-patrol vessels is confined to this slde of the Atlantic. Another
brother, Harris Hammond, who was married last week, is engaged in
business in New York.

BTRAIGHT I8 A MAJOR.

Willard Straight, of the American International Corporation, was
commissioned a ma}or early in the war and sent to France for a short
time to straighten out the gquestion of pay allowances and insurance for
soldiers and dependents. Maj. Straight, who was formerly in the
American Diplomatic Service, married Dorothy Payne Whitney, daughter
of the late millionaire, Willlam C. Whitney.

Charles R. Crane, one of the President's most intimate friends, has
three of his kin in the Government service. Two are In Washington,
while a young nephew, Charles R. Crane, 2d, is a second lieutenant in
the Ordnance Procurement Division, assigned to Chicago. |

These Ordnance Iepartment assignments are generally called “ bomb-
proof ” jobs in Washington parlance.

SE0ME CHICAGOANS THERE.

Among Chicagoans who have been busy with war work in Washington
is Jack Peabody, son of I, Stuyvesant Peabody, who, it is reported, has
been assigned to the Department of Gases, United states Army.

George R, Nichols, ir., is a captain of ordnance, whose assignment
has been in Washington. He is a son-in-law of Dr. Frank Billings.

Charles Barnett G speed, of Chicago, is also an ordnance officer, with
an assignment, at last reports, in this city. {

Edward 8. Moore, also a millionaire Chicagoan, is now a major of
ground aviation. .

Thomas 8. Chalmers, of Chicago, son of Willlam J. Chaimers, former
vice president of Allls-Chalmers, is in the procurement division of tke
Ordnance Bureau, and has taken an appointment in Washington.

Perry H. Keeney, a wealthy young Chicago lawyer, Harvard "06, ob-
tained a captain’s commission in the National Army, although not being
required to pass throogh an officers’ training camp, and has been as-
signed to duty at the War College. b

W. J. Carboy, son-in-law of former Gov. Dunne, of Illinols, Is a see-
ond leutenant in the contract section of the Ordnance Bureau.

Melvin Ericson, the young son-in-law of Charles G. Dawes, was
brought to Wnshingtou as confidentinl assistant to Secretary Baker.
Later he was given a commission as captain in the Signal Reserve
Corps, Recently he filed charges against Gen. Thomas Cruse, retired.

HE'8 A NONFLYER.
Charles Marshall, brother of Mrs. Marshall Field, 34, was recently

commissioned a first licutenant In the nonflying branch of the Avia- -

tion Bervice and assigned as adjutant of the Une hundred and eighty-
fourth Aero Squadron, at Hicks, Tex. Althongh under 30, Lieut. Mar-
shall is wealthy. He married Miss Alice Huntington, sister of Mrs,
Vincent Astor. The Marshalls spent the winter in Washington, occu-
pying Ivanwold, a Virginia estate, a few miles from the Capital.

Winthrop Murray Crane, dr.. son of the former Senator from Massa-
chusetts, is a major mn the Ordnance Supply Bureau here.

Burchell Dunbar Adams, a wealthy New Yorker, who married Edith
Gracle, daughter of Col. Archibald Gracle, one of the Titanie survivors,
was drafted, hut later was able to secure a commission. He lived with
his bride in the Gracie home in Nineteenth Street until recently trans-
ferred to New Haven, Cotn. /

Anthony J. Drexel, ;r., of Philadelphia, a member of the wealthy
Drexel family, recently was made a second Heutenant and assigned to
the Ordnanee Department. He will live In Washington,

BON OF MES. STOTESBURY.

After a six weeks’ special course at Annapolls, an ensign's commlis-
gion in the Navy was given to James H, Roberts Cromwell, son of Mrs.
Edward Stotesbury, who recently accepted the chairmanship of the
Woman’s Naval Auxiliary of the Red Cross, created by Secretary of the
Navy Danials to supplant the Navy League Comforts Committee, which
had incurred his displeasure. Mrs. Stotesbury built a submarine chaser
for her son, with the understanding that he was to command it. The
Government, however, did not accept the boat, and she has now presented
it to the New York post of the Junlor Naval Reserve as a training craft,

Ensign Cromwell has been assigned to the battleship Lowisiana.

Robert Goelet, of the rich and prominent New York family of that
name, received a captain’s commission and was assigned to the postal
censorship substation at New Orleans. :

Col. E. M. House, the President's chief confidant, has no sons, but
has two sons-in-law, one of whom, young Gordon Auchincloss, is in the
office of—

And so forth.

Mr. SLAYDEN. I have submitted the names of a good many
gentlemen who have not been appointed.

The SPEAKER. The question of the gentleman from Texas
and the answer of the gentleman from Kansas are extraneous
to this subject.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, that is not at all
necessary. Under the rules of the House the report would go
to the committee.

The SPEAKER. That would be true if the Chair had mot
interrupted the reading of the report, and the Chair wanted to
get the House out of the hole it got into. This report will be
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr, Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
9054) making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, and further insist upon
its amendment No. 44, still in disagreement.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. LEVER presented a conference report on the bill (H. R.
9054) making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, to be printed in the
Recorp under the rule.

LIABILITY TO MILITARY SERVICE OF CERTAIN REGISTERED PERSONS.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the joint
resolution under consideration yesterday.

The Clerk read the title of 8. J. Res, 123, providing for the
calling into military service of certain classes of persons regis-
tered and liable for military service under the terms of the act
of Congress approved May 18, 1917, entitled “An act to authorize
the President to increase temporarily the Military Establishment
of the United States.”

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move the previous
question on this joint resolution and all the amendments to the
final passage? ;

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, T am entitied to
the floor. I claim the floor on the amendment which I offered.
I wish to make a statement to the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent——
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Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. No; I had the floor when the
House adjourned yesterday.

The SPEAKER. That is true. The gentleman undoubtedly
had the floor. The only thing that the Chair was stwdying abont
was whether the gentleman from Kentucky [AMr. Fierps] had
the right to move the previous question at this particular june-

ture. -
Mr, MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in-
uiry.

: Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, T withhiold my motion.

Mpr. MILLER of Minnesota, I am opposed to the amendment
of the zentleman from Virginia, but it was distinetly understood
that if he yielded the floor for the purpose of permitting the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Firrps] to move to adjourn the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Harrisox] would have an hour
when we reconvened this merfing. On that statement is he not
entitled to recognition by the Speaker immediately upon the
taking up of this Dill%

The S'EAKER  The Chair thinks he is.

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Mr. Speaker. on yesterday
evening, when I introdueed this amendment to the present hill,
it embodied in terms a bill that 1 had already introduced earlier
in the session. and which had been referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs. Now, I have heen assured by the Commnittes
on Military Affairs that that bill, which is now before them.
will receive their prompt consideration and action. The qnes
tion has never been debated or passed on by the committee, nnd
therefore I am anxious to have the committee donsider ir and
uot embarrass the present legislation by injecting into it a
matter that might complieate the operation of the draft under
the law as it is now framed. All I desire is to secure fur the
people who T think need protection from the drft considera-
tion hy this House of their ¢laims. The only purpose of the
amendment was to place farm labor on the same footing that is
given labor in shipbuilding yards. In view of the fact that th=
adoption of this amendment may embarrass the prompt passaze
of the necessary legislation for the new draft. and in view of

the faet that this matter has never been considered by the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, that there is a bill now pendinz

before it which has the same object, which T am assured will
receive prompt consideration, I ask leave to withdraw the amend-
ment. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER.
his amendment.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on
the hill and amendments to final passage.

Mr. BURNETT. A parlinmentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BURNETT. As I understom] the ruling of the Chair a
short time ago, in a matter that is hefore the IHouse the gentle-
man hag no right to withdraw it without nnanimous eonsent. 1
want to know, because I want to register my opposition to the
withdrawal,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has in mind the rule that
prevails in Committee of the Whaole. Anybody can withdraw
auything in the Hounse without asking unanimous consent, clear
tp to the time it is voted on. It is not so in Committee of the
Whole. The gentleman from Kentucky moves the previous
question on the bill and all amendments to final passage,

The question was taken, and the previous question was or-

The gentleman from Virginia withdraws

dered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
ment ?

Mr. WALSH, A parliamentary Inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WALSH. The resolution having been considered in the
House as in Committee of the Whole, is it in order fo take a
separate vote on the amendments agreed to by the House?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is the universal
practice,

Mr. GARNER. I think the Speaker. is mistaken about that.
I want to suggest to the Chair that if he will refer to the
precedents he will find that where bills are considered in tle

House as in Committee of the Whole and amendments adopted.

it is not necessary to take another vote an the amendments,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is eorrect. The gquestion is
on the thirl reading of the Senate joint resolution.

Mr. STAFFORD. A parlinmentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. STAFFORD.
tion was taken by the Flouse as to that part of the motion of
the gentleman from Nebraska which struck out certnin lan-
gunge of the resolution. The Recorp, on page 5438, shows:

The SpEaxenr. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has ex-
Elrﬂl. All time has expired.
hallenberger amendment.

The question is on agreeing to the

I rise to inquire of the Speaker what ae-.

Mr, FigLps. Mr. Speaker I demand a division of the amendment.

The SpPEakEr. Thr gentleman from Kentucky demands z division of
the amendment, and the lerk will report the first proposition in it.

The Cierk 1emi as fol'ows -

“ Quotas for the several States, Territorfes, and the District of Co-
lumblia, or subdivisions rhereor, called umiler the provisions of the act
of Congress n?pruvr*(; May 18 1917, entitied *An act to anthorize the
President to increase temporarily the Military Kstablishment of (he
United ®tates,” shail hereafter be determined in preportion to the
total number ol persons registered and liable for military service
tlu-:-eh:iﬁ ;n'gludinx regident alivns who have walved all clalms for
exem =

']‘h.’r-J SppARER. The question is on agreelng to that proposition, the
first half of the Shallenberger amendment,

As fur as I recall, no nction has heen taken by the House on
the substantive proposition of the gentleman from Nebraskn to
strike out a certuin part of the Senute resolution. The fuct
is the amendment of the genllemuin from Nebraska was not a
motion fo strike out aml insert, but a substantive proposition
to strike out certain lines of the joint resolutivn as reported
to the House and to add—nor to insert in lieu (hereaf—but to
add at the conelusion of the Semnte resolution certain sub-
stuntive propositivns which were divisible under the rulinz of
the Chair into two parts.  Action has been tnken hy the House
on the substantive parts of the divisible proposition, but no
action, so far as the Recorp shows and followed the proce-
dure in the House, has been taken on that part of the amemd-
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska which souzht to strike
out a certain portion of the Senute joint resolution.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, the question which
the genfleman from Wisconsin raises was raised yesterday,
when we voted on the measure. If the Chair will observe the
language of the resolution. that part of my amendment which
proposed to strike out certnin language of that resolution has
no application whatever to the second part of my amendment,
aml when the attention of the Speaker was called teo that in
debate I made the statement, and the Speaker accepted it, that
the portion of the amendment adopted went to the end of the
bill, and that part which called for the striking out of certuin
langunge was defeatedl.

Mr. STAFFORD, XNo action has heen taken by the House
on the substantive proposition to strike out, which wasg a dis-
tinet proposition of the amendment of the gentleman from
Nehraska,

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker. a_point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WALSH. Notwithstanding the lack of nctlon on the part
of the House, as elaimed by the gentleman from Wisconsin, I
submit that it is now too Inte for the Honse to act on the mat-
ter, the previous question having been ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the statement made hy
the gentleman from Nebraska is absolutely correet, that his
amendment proposed to strike out certain things and the House
refused to strike out, and then voted on the new matter added
at the end of the bill. f

Mr. STAFFORD. If the Chair will permit, no action at any
time has been taken by the House on the motion of the gentle-
man from Nebraska to strike out these lines.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gentleman will re-
flect, he will reeall that the part of the amendment of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska to strike out was read as the first half
of his amendment when the amendment was defeated.

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will refer to the Recorp
he will see——

Mr. WALSH. T do not care what the RECorDp says.

Mr. STAFFORD. That no reference was made to that por-
tion of the amendment in which it was sought to strike out cer-
tain lines of the resolution.

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. It certainly was read, for I
noticed it, and that is borne out hy the Recorp, on page 5059,
where the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER]
SAVS :

The motion to strike out the lines of the first part of my amendment
was voted down, and this will go to the end of the bill—

Referring to the second part of his amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD. MHe wmay have made that statement, but no
action was taken upon it.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I submit in re-
spect to the point of order that even if it is conceded fhat
everything is precisely as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Me,
Starrorp] states, it is perfectly immaterial. We have added
substantive language to this resolution, by an amendment which
did not requir: a preliminary metion to strike out anything, If
the motion to strike out has never been acted upon, what
earthly difference will that make? The amendment has adilel
a new paragraph to the resolution. That acti. a has been taken,
and it is a matter of no concern whatever what becomes of the
motion to strike out, which was necessary only in the event that
the Shallenberger amendment was adopted as a whole. It was
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a necessary part of that portion of the Shallenberger amend-
ment, which was vejected. Therefore, it may be fairly consid-
ered as nonexistent with respect to the amendment, which was
actunlly adopted. Hence when that part of the amemiment to
which the motion to strike out applied, failed to earry, that
action ean be considered as a substantial dispesition of the mo-
tion to strilkke out.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Vir-
ginia is correct, and the vote is on the third reading of the Senate
Joint resolution.

The resolution was ordered to be read a third iime, and was
read the third time.

The SPEAKER.

Jjoint resolution.

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yess and

nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 334, nays 3,

The gquestion is on the passage of the Senate

answered “ present " 9, not voting 85, as follows:

TEAS—334.
Alexander Elston Krelider Banders, Tod.
Almon Emerson La Follette Eanders. La,
Anderson Esch Langley Saunders, Va,
Anthony Estoplinal Larserd Hehall
Ashbrook Evans Lazaro Seott, Mich,
Arwell Fairchild, B. L, Lea. Cal, Beott, Pa.
Auxtin Falrchild, 4. W. Lee, Ga. Seully
Ayres Fairfield Lehlbach Nells
Baer Farr Lenroot Shavkleford
Bankhead Ferris Lesher Shailenberger
Barkley Flelds Lever RBherley
Barnhart Fisher Linthleum Sherwood
Beakes Flood Little Shouse
Beshlin Focht Lntlc-gage Slegel
Black Fordney Lobher Hims
Blackmon Foss Lonergan Sinnott
Rland Foster Longworth Hisgson
Booher Fraocis Lufkin Slayiden
Bowers Frear Lunn Blemp
Brand Freeman MeArthor Sloan
Britten French MeCulloch Small
Browne Fuller, T11. MeTadiden smith, Idaho
Browning Fuller, Mass, McKenzie Smith, Mleh,
Brumbaugh Garl MeKeown Rmith, C. B,
Buchanan Garland MeKinley Snell
Purroughs Garner MeLanzhlio, Mich Snook
Butler Garrett, Tenn, Maddrn Stalford
Byrns, Tenm Garrett, Tex, Magee Steagall
Caldwell Gillett Maustieid Stedman
Campbell, I'a. Glynn Mapes Steele
Cannon Godwin, N. C, Martin Steenerson
Cautrill Goodwin, Ark. Mays Stephens, Miss.
Caraway Gould Merritt Sterling, L.
Carlin Grabam, TIL Mitter, Minn, Stevenson
Carter, Okla. Gray, Ala, Montague Stlness
ary Green, lowa Moore, Pa. Strong
Chandler, N, Y.  Ureene, Mass, Moores, 1nd, Sumners
Chandler, Okla.  Greene, Vi, Morgan Sweet
Church Gre-gx Morin Swift
Clark, Fla. Griffin Mott Switzer
Clark. P'a. . Hadley Mudd Tugue
Clas<son Hamill Nelson Talbott
Claypool Hamilton, Mich, Nicholls, 8. €, Tayior, Ark.
Coady Hamlin Nichols, Mich. Temple
Colller Hardy Nolan Thonpson
Connaliy, Tex. Harrison, Va. Oldfletd Timan
Connelly, Kans, Haskell WUliver, Ala. Tilson
Cooper, Ohlo Hastings Oliver, N. X. Timberlake
Cooper, W. Va. Hauzen Olney Treadway
Cooper, Wis, Hawley Usbornn Van Dyke
Cox Hagden (VShaunessy are
Crago Hayes verstrect Venable
Cramton Heaton adgett Yestal
Crisp Helm Paige Vinson
Crosser Helvering rk Voigt
Currie, Mich, Hersey I'arker, N, J. Walilow
Dale. N, ¥ Hillard Poterg Waish
Dale, Vt. Holland Phelan Walton
mllinger Houston Platt Ward
Darrow Howard Polk Wason
Davidson Huli, lowa Pen Watkins
Davis Hull, Tenn, I'ratt Watson, Pa,
[emipsey Humphreys Price Whatson, Va.
Jenison Husted I*urnell Weaver
dent Igoe l%uin Webh
Denton Ireland Ragsdale Welling
Dewalt Jacowny Raiuey Welt fv
h. kinson James Raker Whaley
i Johnson, Ky. Ramseyer White, Me.
dillon Jones, Tex. RKandall White, Ohio
Dixon Kuhn Rayburn Willlams=
rominick Kearns Reavis Wilson 111,
lu% Keating o Wilson, La.
roulittle choe Robhins Wilzon, Tex.
Doremus Kelley, Mirch, Roberts Wingo
Doughton Kelly, a. Rodenberg Winslow
Jrane Kennedy, Towa  Rogers Wood, Ind.
Dupré Kennedy, R, I, Romjue Woodyard
Dyer Key, Ohio Rose Wright
Eagan Kiess, Pa. Rouse Young, N, Dak.
Eagle Kincheloe Rubey Young, Tex.
Ed Kitehin Rucker Zihlman
Elllott Knntson Russell
Elisworth Kraus Sabath

NAYS—3.
Burnett Gordon Huddleston
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—9.
Bell Lunideen . Thomas Wheeler
Etaolaton Mondell Tinkham Wise
ood.
NOT VOTING—S85.
Bacharach Gallivan Kinkaid Riordan
Dorland Gandy LatGnardla Robinson
Brodbeck Glass Londou Rowe
Byrnes, 8. C. Goodall MeAndrews Rowland
Campbell. Kans, Graham, Pa. MeClHntie Sanders, N, Y.
Candler, Miss. Gray, N. J. MeCormick sSanfonlk
Carew Griest MeLaughlin, Pa. Secott, fowa
Carter, Mass. Hamillon, N. T. McLemore Bears
Cleary Harrison, Miss, Maher Hmith, T. F.
Cople Heflin Alann Snyder
Costello Heintz | Mason Stephens, Nebr,
Curry, Cal. Hensley Meeker Sterling, I'a.
Dwocker Hicks Miller, Wash. Sulllvan
Ie:laney Hollingswerth Moon Taylor. Colo.
THes Teod Neely Templeton
Donovan Hutchinson Norton Towner
Dowell Johnson. 8. Dak. (vermyer Volstead
Dirukker Johnson, Wash. Parker, N. X, Walker
Dunn Jones, Va. Porter Woods, Towa
Fess Jual I'owers
Flynn Eerttner Ramsey
Gallagher King Rankin

So the Senate joint resolution was passed.

The Clerk anneunced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr., Sears with Mr. DowELr.,

Mr. Decker with Mr. HoLLINGSWORTH.

Mr., Borraxp with Mr. Goon,

Mr. StepneExs of Nebraska with Mr. Hamrirrox of New York.

Mr. Byrxes of Seuth Carolina with Mr. Hicks.

Mr. Garrivan with Mr. DUxx,

Mr. Harrisox of Mississippi with Mr, Rows.

Mr. Gaxpy with Mr. Norrtox.

Mr. GarragHER with Mr. Cunry of California,

Mr. THoymAs with Mr, WHEE ER.

Mr. Brobpeck with Mr. TINRHAM,

AMr, DovgaToN with Mr. MoxpeLL.

Mr. Carew with Mr. Parger of New York,

Mr. Creary with Mr. Saxvogn.

Mr. Deraney with Mr. Saxpers of New York.

Mr. IDues with Mr. CorLEY.

Mr. Doxovax with Mr. Fess,

Mr. Grass with Mr. GooparLr.

Mr. HeFrix with Mr. Graaaar of Pennsylvania.

Mr, Hoop with Mr. GRIEsST.

Mr. Joxes of Virginin with Mr. Joansox of Washington.

Mr. McAxprEws with Mr. Kive.

Mr, MeLexmore with Mr., KiNgai.

Mr. Maser with Mr. McLaveHrN of Pennsylvania,

Mr. Moox with Mr, Masox,

Mr. NeELY with Mr. MiLter of Washington.

Mr. Riorpax with Mr. DRUKKER.

Mr. Rominsox with Mr, Ramsey,

Mr. THoyas F. SyitH with Mr, Rowraxn.

Mr. StErLiNG of Pennsylvanin with Mr. TEMPLETON.

Mr. SvrLivax with Mr. TowxER.

Mr. Tayror of Colorado with Mr, -VorLSTEAD.

Mr., WALKER with Mr, JuvL,

Mr. MceCrinTic with Mr. Woons of Iowa.

Mr. BAROWNING. Mr. Speaker. three of my colleagues, Mr,
Hurcnixsox, Mr. BacuaracH, and Mr., Gray, are unavoidably
absent. If they were present, they would all vote * yea.”

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to make the statement that
my collengue, Mr. CANDLER, is siek and unable to be Liere. If he
were present he desires me to state that he would vote “yea ™
for the bill.

Mr. . DYER. Mr. Speaker. I desire to anncunce that my col-
leagne, Mr. MEEKER. is unavoidably absent to-day, and if he
were present he would vote * yea " for this bill,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote “ yea.”

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Huall listening
when his name was called? -

Mr. BLANTON. I came in just after my name was called.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not vote.

Mr. BLANTON. I ask to be marked * present.”

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker. the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Porter] is sick and confined to his room. He
wishes me to state that if he were present he woukl vote * yea.”

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, my collengue, Mr. CarTErR of
Massachusetts, is absent on account of illness, He desires me
to say that if he were present he would vote “ yea.”

The result of the vote wus announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr. FigLps, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the resolution was passed was laid on the table;
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GENERAL EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that all
gentlenien have 10 legislative days in which to extend their re-
marks on Senate resolution 123,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that all gentlemen have 10 legislative days in
which to extend remarks on the resolution just passed. Is
there objection?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr, LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CAMPRELL
of Kansas, requested me to say that if he were present he would
vote for the bill,

TO PUNISH THE DESTRUCTION OR INJURY TO WAR MATERIAL, ETC.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report
on the bill S. 383, known as the sabotage Dbill, and ask to have
it printed under the rule.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill by title,

The Clerk read as follows:

8.383. An act to punish the destruction or injury of war material
and war- trnnxﬁormtlon facilities by fire, explosives, or other violent
means and forbid the hostile use of property during time of war, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. Ordered printed under the rule.

Mr. TINKHAM. Mr. Speaker, by unanimous consent I desire
to be recorded as present on this vote.

The SPEAKER. Too late.

Mr. TINKHAM. But I was present.

Thf;- SPEAKER. Why did not the gentleman answer * pres-
ent "?

Mr. TINKHAM. Because I happened {o be in the door, that
is all. I wanted to vote *“yea,” but could not hear my name
when called.

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman was present, he has a right
to be recorded present.

Mr. TI\II\H_L‘\I Thank you,

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr, Tirsox] be permitted
to address the House for five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Trrsox]
be permitted to address the House for five minutes. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, my apology for taking even five
minutes of the time of the House at this time is the very serious
situation on the western front and my desire to have the mem-
bership of the House visualize it. We read in the morning
papers that Field Marshal Haig has issued a statement to his
men to the effect that they are standing with their backs
against the wall and no more ground must be given, The wall
to which he refers is indicated by the gray line on this map.

These two maps are two sheets of the same map and connect
here [indieating]; the one that is at the top should be moved
down until it joins the lower one here [indicating]. It is a
map on a scale of practically 4 miles to the inech, so that you
can estimate the distance in that way.

Ten days ago I presented the lower section of this map, which
showed the situation at that time in Picardy. The red line
indicated here shows the then front, about 10 miles from
Amiens. Since that time and up to April 5 the map shows only
these slight gains indieated by the purple thread. The advance
made from April 1 to April 5 was o minor thrust westward, just
north of the Cojeul River, pushing out as far west as Mercatel
and Neuyille. Also, a little farther south from Ayette, pushing
out to Douchy, reaching its greatest depth at Hebuterne and
extending southward and slightly to the west, leaving Albert
about a mile within the German lines. Since that time the
changes have been so slight on that section of the map as to be
difticult of recording, even on a map of this scale, 4 miles to the
inch. The latest changes of any significance were in this corner
[indieating], to the southeast of the Somme battle field.

On April 8 the line indicated in red here in the vicinity of
Ypres on this northern half of the map was the line heldl. The
line in brown is the line that was held on the night of the 9th
of April, The territory included represents one day’s work,
breaking through the Portuguese sector of the line here [indi-
cating] and pouring through on both sides of the break.

The next day’s line is indicated by the green thread. You will
note that to the north of Armentieres this line runs from Hou-
them, by way of Messines and Ploegsteert, to Houplines here,
while on the south of Armentieres it runs from Premesques,
through Sailly and Estairese, to a point 1 mile west of Riche-
bourge, counecting at Givenchy, which latter has been held
stubbornly since,

These two salients thrust westwnrd on the second day ereated
what is called in the papers * the pocket,” in which is Armen-
tieres. Note the two deep salients driven westward making the
intervening eastward salient at Armentieres still deeper. It was
so deep that it was untenable, and the British had to withdraw.

The white thread indicates the position on April 11. It runs
from Hollebeke, approximately through Wytschaerte, Nieppe.
Steenwerck, and Vieille Chapelle, connecting with the line of
April 10 at a point 1 mile west of Richebourge, then down to
Givenchy, the pivot, which has been held ever since.

The situation last night at 10 o'clock is indicated by the gray
thread, much farther to the west, which includes almost as much
territory as was taken the three days preceding. This line now
runs from Wytschaerte, through Neuve Eglise, Bailleul. Vieux
Berquin, Neuf Berquin, and Merville, ‘rejoining the line of
April 10 and 11 about o mile west of Richebourge, the line being
about 4 miles from Bethume at the narrowest point.

This was the situation last night at 10 o'clock, according to
the last dispatches that were received from Gen. Pershing and
Gen. Bliss. Tbis map was very kindly arranged for me by a

compeient officer in the Chief of Staff’s office, and is as nearly -

correct as it can he made from the official dispatches. It contains
no secret or confidential information, but is intended to be help-
ful, as I am sure it will aid us in more clearly visualizing the
situation.

A Mesmser. What do you make out of the situation?

Mpr. TILSON. It is far from hopeless, but bad enough.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How far is the line from Calais?

Mr, TILSON. About 40 miles. It is about 25 miles from the
line to Dunkirk,

Myr. SUMNERS. What point of most strategic importance is
made toward by the last thrust?

Mr. TILSON. The Channel ports.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What change has been made at the
bottom of the map?

Mr. TILSON. Not enough fo be indicated on the map.

Mr. ROGERS. Do you think that Ypres is the German objec-
tive now?

Mr. TILSON. I would not say that Ypres is the objective.
Ypres is held by a very strong line at the east, very difficult to
push back at that point. If the enemy pushes very much farther
here to the south of Ypres it would probably render it untenable.

Mr. FARR., Where is Gen. Goff's army?

Mr, TILSON. It was down here in this section of the region
of the Somme,

Mr. MONTAGUE. Where the coal fields are?

Mr. TILSON. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Connecticut
has expired.

Mr, TILSON. I thank you, genilemen. [Applause.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the
bill just passed. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

Mr. LANGLEY., Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks on the military bill.

Mr. DYER. Reserving the right to object, is the gentleman's
speech on the hill?

Mr. RAKER. Yes

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Cnllrurnia makes the
same request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

Mr. DYER. Did the gentleman speak on the bill?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the snme request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama makes the
snme request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SIEGEL, Mr. Speaker, I make the same request.
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The SPEAKER. Ts there objection to the request of the
gentlemnn from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. KREIDER. Mr, Speaker, I make the same request,

Mr. ESCH. And I make the smne request, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Kueiper] and the geutleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Escu] made
the same request. Is there objection?

There wus no objection.

Mr. BURNETT. Alr. Speanker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The S’EAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BURNETT. Was an order made yesterday that those
who spoke on the bill shonid have time for extending remarks?

The SPEAKER. That was the understanding of the Chalr.
The order was made that everybody who spoke could extend their
remarks.

Mr. DYER. My, Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it

Mr. DYER., Have these requests been made to extend their
remarks on the bill itself?

The SPEAKER. Yes

PERSONAL STATEMENT,

Mr. OVERMYER rose.

The SPEAKLER. For what purpose does the genfleman from
Ohio rise?

Mr. OVERMYER. I want to make a statement. I was down
a: one of the departments when the vote was faken on the
militnry bill, If I had been here, I would have voied * yea.”

PENSIONS.

Mr. RUSSELL rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Missouri rise?

Mr. RUSSELL., To ask unanimous consent. There was a
sort of tacit understanding yvesterday, pension day, that after

he bill then pending wes finished the pension bill could be
calledd up. T ask unanimous consent that the pension bill H. R.
11364 be now tuken up and considered.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of House bill 11364,
Is thore ohjection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKELR. The Clerk will report it

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A pill (1, R. 11304) grantin ons and Increase of pensions to

certain soiliers and sallors of t;lw Civil War snd certain widows and
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of sald war.

Mr. RUSSELIL. Mur. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missourl asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. 1Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask that the first reading of the bill be
dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for amendment.

The Lill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ¢te., That the Becretary of the Interlor be, and he is
hereby, authorized apd directed to g].ace on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and Jimitations of the pension laws—

The name of Nathan L. Nims, late of Company G, One hundred and
forty-eigbth Regiment lllno's Volunteer lofantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $36 E‘l‘ month «n lreu of that be is now receiving

The pame of Whillam Hazeitine, late of (:ompan{ A, Twenty-
second Regiment Wisconsin YVolunteer fnfnntry.' and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in ilen of that he is now receiving.

he name of Jesse Mather, late of Company F, Eleventh Hegiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a peopsivn at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert N. Lafferty, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regi-
ment lilinois Voluntcer lnfantry, and pay bim a p»nsion at the cate
of $30 per month 1 lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Grorge M. Estes, late of Company 11, Thirty-ninth Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
§40 per month in Heu of that he is now recelving. :

The name of Jesse Roark. late ¢l Company M, Fourteenth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per_month 1o YMeu of that he is new receiving.

The name of {iworge W. Hall, lute of Company K, Fifteenth Reglment,
and Company F. Tenth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer Infamtry,
:z{i%ﬂ? A peasion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is

The nzme of Jacob Sehofler, late of Company D, Tenth Reglment. and
Company C, Second Regiment, Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him
a pension at the rat- of month in tleu of that be iz now receiving.

he name of Sallle Blex helpless and dependent <hild of George
Blevins, late of Cempany A, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer

Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month : Provided
'ﬂn}g ith: P;:ons; on heretofore granted Luzenia Brown shall not be affected
£ .

The name of Louls Iroms, late of Company M, First Regiment Mary-
land Volunteer Cavslry, and pay Lim a pension at the rate of $36 per
month in len of that he is now recelving.

. The nzme of Joseph A. Craig, late of Company F, Seventy-fifth Regl-
t Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay bhim a pension at the rate of
per wonth ln lien of that he 15 now recelving.

The neme of William H. Prior, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment

KNew York Volunteer Hmv{ Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Thomas J. Shocker, late of Compuny B, Twelfth -
ment Ohio Voiunteer Cavelry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per moenth in Jdeu of that he is now receiving,

The name of M A. Ames, wilow of Fiorlan W. Ames. late of Com-
pany C, Elghty-eighth Reglent Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber a
pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The neme of Joswphus Gatten, late of Company G, Ninety-first Regl-
ment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $50
per month ip lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Frank F. Randelph. belpless and dependent child of
William F. Randeiph, late of the United States Navy, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The pame of Mathew Stamets, late of Company K, First Regiment
Ohilo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $40 per
manth in lien of that he is now recelving.

The nume of Henry C. Taylor, late of Company G. Thirty-fifth Begi-
ment Kentucky Volunteer lnl'xmt'ry, and pay bim a penslon at the rate
of $50 per month in liey of that he 1s now recelving. )

The name of Joseph G. Kitchen, late of Company I, First Regiment
Maryland Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hlin a pension at the rate of $38
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Joseph K. Kelly, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment
Idineis Voluoteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jacob Barger, late of Cumpnnf B, One huundred and
sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsyvania Drafted Militla Infantry, and pay

a pension &t the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he s now
receiving.

The name of Clay Jackson. late of Company B, Forty-seventh Ite
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay h{m a pensicn at the r:ti;i
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The pname of James Miller, late of Co. ny (i, One hundred and
twenty-ninth Reglment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per menth in llen of that he is now recelving.

The name of Puul Bchools, late of Conlpan{ B, Thirteenth Begiment
West Virginla Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of%’yﬂ per month in lieu of that be is now receiving.

he vame of lieorv H. Watt. 1ate of Company D, One hundredth Regl-
ment Pennsylvanla Voluntéer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §30 per month in Hen of that he is now recelving,

The name of Mary ¥. Church, widow of Milton Church, late of Com-
pany L, First Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension
at the rate of Szﬁi)«r month.

The name of Luln Hepdrixson, helpiess and deﬁendmt chlld of
Willlam N. llendrixson, late of Company E, One hundred and seveuly-
fifth Regiment Ohlo Voiuateer Infanty, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $12 per month.

The name of William H. 1. Adams, late of Company I, Two hundred
and sixth Regiment Pevnsylvania Velunteer Infantry, and pay bhim a
pension at the rate of $30 hBo.\r month in lien of that he is now re-eiving.

The pame of Willam Pinson, late of Company E, Thirty-ninth

Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the

rate of $40 per month in lieu of that be s now recelving.

The name of Joel A. !u%h, late of Company I3, Une hundred and
ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer I.nfant?. aml pay bim a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lleu of that he 15 now receiving.

The name of Benjamin F. Goeodman, late of Company K, Twenty-
second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, a pay bim a pen-
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that is now receivl n§

The name of David F. Black, late of Company I, Twenty-first Regl-
ment, Pennsylvania Volusteer Cavalry, and Company B, Second Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Velunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per mwonth in lieu of that he iz now recvivlnﬁ.

The name of Margaret J. Rogers, former widow of (George Musser,
late of (.‘ansnny ¥, Eighty-seventh Regiment P’ennsylvanla Volunteer
Infantry, a ¥ her a pension at the rate of §25 per month.

The name of Jacob H. {simstead, late of Company F, Third Regiment
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §40
per month in lieu of that be is now recelving.

The name of nyt.le MeCracken, late of L'o.gi?nny H, Fourteenth Regle
ment Illineis Volunteer Infantry, and Fou Veteran Reserve Corps,
and pay bim a pension at the rate of $40 per mouth in lien of that he
is now receiviag.

The name of James W. Beasley, late of Company (G, Fortieth Regl-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensiom at the rate of
$30 per wonth in ley of that he Is now receiving,

The name of Charles J, Edington, late of Cem?nny C, One hundred
aml sixteenth Regiment Mew York Volunteer Infantry, and Com?unr
B, Bixth Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lieu of that he i now Tecelvin

The name of Feilx Gremeore, iate of Company F. siﬂnety-ﬂrst Regiment

IlHnols Volunteer Infantry and pay him a pension at the rate of §36
per month in Yleu of that he is now receiving.

pame of Eli Miller. late of Company I, Eighty-third Reglment

Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension af the rate ol $50
per month in liew of that he is now receiving.

The nune of James Rolls, late of Company A, One hundred and
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, amd pay him a pension
at the rate of $36 per month in lien of that be is now recelving.

The name of Sylvanus € Oppeit, late of Company D), Twenty-eignth’

Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in ilen of that he is now receiving.

The name of (eorge Stoneking, late of Company I, Twentletb Regls
ment lowa Volunteer Infa.ntri.e and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in leu of that is noew receiving.

The name of Daniel B. Bailey, late of Company E, Sixty-first Regl.
ment Illwols Volunteer Infantry, and ¥ him a nslon at the rute
of $80 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving.

The pame ef David 8. Oliphant, late of Company D, -mﬂ‘y-ﬂ.rth'

ot New Jersey Voluoteer I ry, and pay him a pension af

Regime nfant
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.
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The name of George H. Naylor, helpless and dependent child of
Alfred Naylor, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Rhode Island
Voluntcer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per

month.

The name of Alfred H., Wrenn, jr., late of Company B, Twenty-sixth
Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in llen of that he is now rece vin'ﬁ;

The name of Willlam Emrich, late of Company H, !rty-eig‘hlg
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pension a
the rate of $30 )i,er month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry R, Playford, late of Company G, Ninety-second
Regiment, and Company I, Sixty-filth Regiment, Illinois Volunteer
lnfantry. and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam L. Campbell, late of Company G, One hundred
and thirty-ninth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
n p?njsian at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving, . -

The name of John W. Groesbeck, late of F.i%hty—llrst Regiment Tlli-
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lieu of thet he is now receiving.

The name of John Wilkinson, late of Comlpnny F, Sixteenth Regl-
ment Miehigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of %40 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving.

The mame of Joseph Donnells, late of Company E, Seventeenth Regl-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$36 per month in leu of that he is now receivinf.

The name of Eliza J. Fosha, divorced wife of George W. Fosha, late
of Company E, Eighth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $§25 per month,

The name of John Fasnacht, late of Company K, First Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam J. Wyatt, late of Company ¥, One hundred
and first Regiment Illinols Volunoteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month In lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of George H., Fuller, late of Company F, Twenty-sixth
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a *mnsl.on at
the rate of $30 per month in lleu of that he is now receiy n%

The name of John J. Noftsinger, late of Company K, OUne hundred
and eighty-eighth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and wpay him a
pension ai the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is no malv!n%

The name of Francis M. Harrell, late of Company C, Fortieth Regi-
ment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in licn of that he is now receiving,

The name of James N. Beasley, late of Company B, One hundred
and thirty-fifth Reglment Illinois YVolunteer Infantry, and ay him a
poinri-ion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now re-
ceiving.

The name of Hannah Lane, widow of Peter IH. Lane, late unassigned,
Twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a

pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of James M. Hummer, late of Company ¥, One hundred
and fifty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Inmntr{‘. and pay him a
pejnsidon at the rate of §30 per month in lleu of that he is now re-
ceiving.

The name of David A. Ladd, late of Company I", First Regl.ment Towa
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of John M. Goodwin, late of Company K, One hundred and
gixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of ﬁﬁ Bper month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Nane, enedict, widow of Lafayette Benedlct, late of
Company C, Second e%l.ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
@ pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of Alvin W. Every, late of Company E, Sixty-ninth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer lnfantry, and pay him a-pension at the rate
of %30 per month in lien of that he 1s now receiving.

he name ot Stephen K. Lyon, late of Company B, Twelfth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Margie A. Raines, former widow of Wiiliam Mathews,
Jate of Company A, enty-sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

- The name of Edward Springer, late of Company C, Thirtieth Regl-
ment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of 540 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

he name of Thomas Wilson, Iate of Company B, One hundred and
seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In antry, and Company K,
Thirty-second Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receclving.

The name of Patterson Short, late of Company A, One hundred and
eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of £30 per month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Hamilton Campbell, late of Company E, Bixty-third Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Reuben A. Anderson, late of Company B, Third Regiment
Kentuck{h"olunt&r Lavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Richard . Newsom, late of Company H, Nineteenth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Charles A, Young, late of Com?nny K, Seventh Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei\rlnig.

He name of John P. Belt, late of Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension nt the
rate of $27 per month in lieu of that he is now receivtng.

The name of John W. Harvey, late of Company G, Twenty-ninth
Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now l'l’r:elvimi:i

The name of Horace E. Adams, late of Company H, Forty-second
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivln%.

The name of Mary C. Landress, former widow of William Landress,
late of Company E, Fifth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Polly Fields, widow of George Fields, late of Company
M, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Ell Ingraham, late of Company G, Fiftieth Regiment
New York Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month
In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Quail Erity, late of Company I, Third Regiment Michi-
gan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per
month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jerry A. Fitzgerald, late of Company G, Second Reii-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Adam A. Worthington, late of Company C, One hundred
and eighty-eighth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of George W. Smith, late of Company K, Fifty-fifth Regl-
ment Ohlo Volunteer lnfanir{‘. and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now recelvluﬁ. :

The name of Joseph Buckle, late of Company E, Second Regiment New
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now récelving,

The name of Carrie L. Kibbe, widow of Howard C. Kibbe, late of
Company H, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Lucius S. Hitcheock, late of Company K, One hundred
and forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of i30 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Nancy C. Jones, widow of Euphrates Jones, late of Com-
pany H, Bixty-third Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

he name of James 0. Batten, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment
West Virginia Volunieer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

he pname of Nathan N. SBpence, late of Company B, Elghty-fourth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer nfantri;. and pay l:l‘::linzl a Denﬁon at the
rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 2

The name of Franklin Hereford, late of Company L, Sixth Regiment
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in lieu of that he {3 now receiving,

The name of Isanc Boyce, late of Company D, Third Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Cava ?. and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lea of that he is now receiving,

The name of Henry C. Edmiston, late of Commnﬁ B, Twenty-first
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 Bﬂ month in lien of that he 1s now receiving.

The name of h L. Middleton, late of Company I, Ninth Reglment
Indiana Volunteer avalrg, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now recel\rlnﬁ.

The name of Maria Wilson, widow of John H. Wilson, late of Com-
E;m{ F, Oac hundred and twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-

ntry, and pa¥ heér a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Van Stewart, Inte of Compan , Fifth Regiment Ten-
nessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of %30 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

he name of Simeon D. Chelf, late of Company G, Sixth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lien of that_he is now reeeivlnf.

The name of Phedora J. Black, former widow of John L. Black, late
of Company K, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Infantry, and nnty her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of David A. Gage, late of ComPﬂny H, Ninth Regiment
Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $25 per month.

The name of Emma Chase, widow of Augustus L. Chase, late of the
Unlteﬂ] Btates Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per
month,

The name of Darius N. Shaw, late of Compan
Minnesota Velunteer Infantry, and Company B, Second Regiment Min-
nesota Voiunteer Cavalry, and him a pension at the rate of §40
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Joseph W. King, late of Company F, Twenty-ninth Regl-
ment, and Company E, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinols
Volunteer Infan r{, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month
in lien of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Daniel Keene, late of Company B, Sixty-seventh Regl-
ment, and Company F, Slxt{y-ﬁrth Regiment United States Colored Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Thomas R. Thompson, late of Company A, Beventy-
eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that he is now recelving.

E, Fourth Regiment

The name of Annie Ridgway, widow of Willlam Ritln{wa . late of
Company E, Fifth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missour ilitia, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

e name of Burton M. Golnes, late of Company A, First Regiment
Tennessee Voiunteer Cavalry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of §40
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Stoleolp, widow of Frederick Stolcolp, late of
Company D, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artlllery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.,

The name of Hezeklah E. Hawver, late of Company A, One hundred
and forty-seventh Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now rec-eiv}mr.

The name of William Bannon, late of Company B, Forty-seventh Regl-
ment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£27 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Ephraim Whitson, late of Company E, One hundred and
fAfty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now-receiving.

The name of Henry F. Sager, late of Commtg A, Sixth Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month
in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Milton T. Bedford, late of Company B, One hundred and
fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $27 per month in lieu of that he is now recelvinf.

The name of William H. ML‘Curﬁljv. late of Sixth Battery, Indiana Vol-
unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of §30 per
month in |flet:l of that he is now receh-inF.

The name of Luclan B. Walker, alias Burt Crowell, late of Com-
pany H, Forty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of £50 per month in lleu of that he is
now recelving.

The name of William 8, Webb, allas William Stoddard, late of Com-

any C, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay
glmi:l pension at the rate ¢f $30 per month in lien of that he is now
recelving.

The name of William W, Counts, late of Company I, Fourth Regi-
ment Ohlo Velunteer Cavalry, and pay A pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.
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The name of Mitchell Mason, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regl-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receivinﬁ

The name of Charles B, Griffin, late of Company H, Frurth Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of §30 per month in licu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Chariss McCarroll, late of Company D, One hundred
and twenty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
Battery K‘ Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he
is now receiving.

The name of Peter Minihan, late of Compo.n{'. E, One hundredth
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $80 per month In lleu of that he is now ror:eivlng.

The name of Hiram H. Reed, late of Company D, Forty-fifth Regi-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Samual V. Bocock, late of Company H, Sixty-fifth Regl-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infant‘r{, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Julia A. Gorman, widow of Robert Gorman, late of
Company I, Ninety-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $37 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Otis Gorman,
helpless and dependent child of said Robert Gorman, the additional pen-
sion herein granted shall cease and determine: Provided further, That
in the event of the death of Julia A. Gorman, the name of sald Otis
Gorman shall be tpl“ed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from
and after the date of death of said Julia A, Gorman.

The name of Foster D). Brown, late of Company B, Forty-seventh
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Benjamin Macy, late of Company II, One hundred and
gecond Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Sherrard, late of Companies A and €, Sixteenth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $40 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Morrison, late of the Signal Corps, United
Btates Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Dallas Runyon, late of Company C, First Reglment West
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Second Regiment West
Virginia Veteran Infantry, and pay him a pension at the m%e of $50 per
month in lieu of that he is now melﬂn%

The name of John H. Allen, late of Company D, Bixtleth Regiment
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henrietta Schmidt, former widow of Peter Eberle, late of
Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Arvilla I. Briﬁfs, widow of John, F. Briggs, late of
Company K, Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a Fvnnlon at the rate of $37 per month in lien of that she is now re-
ceiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Eva Briggs, help-
less and dependent child of said John F. Briggs, the additional pension
hercin granted shall cease and determlne : Provided furiher, That in the
event of the death of Arvilla I. Briggs, the name of said Eva Briggs
shall be flaced on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita-
tlons of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after
the date of death of said Arvilla 1. Briggs.

The name of Zerah T. Baker, late of Company G, Forty-second Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now mcelvln%.

The name of John Charles, late of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$£50 per month in llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elijah L. Wyatt, late of Company B, First Regiment
Delaware Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now recolvin&

The name of Joshua 8, Fisher, late of mpany C, First Battalion
Delaware Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36
per month in lien of that he Is now mceivlng.

The name of Nathan C. Messick, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he i3 now receiving.

The name of Molten R. Pep&;er. late of Companies F and C, Flirst
Regiment Delaware Volunteer .Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sarah C. Frankford, widow of Edward Frankford, late
of Company B, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Reserve Corps,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Mathlas Klingel, late of Company I, Twenty-seconi
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he {s now recelving.

The name of Archable Douﬁherty. late of Company I*, Fiftleth Regl-
ment, and Companies E and D, Fifty-second Reglment, Indlana Volun-
teer nmnt_rﬂ. and pay him a pension at the rate of £40 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Henry W. Wright, late of Company C, Ninety-first Regl-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Martin De Glopper, late of Company D, First Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Engineers and Mechanies, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Daniel W. Bpring. late of Company B, First icglment
Michigan Volunteer Engineers and Mechanics, and pay him a pension
at the rate of ?40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of George D. McKinney, late of Company K, Ninth Regl-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Samuel M. Boone, late of Company D, First Regiment
Kentuek{ Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in licu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Johnson Hatfield, late of Company E, Thirty-ninth Regi-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Phineas B. Ewan, late of Company G, Bixty-seventh
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

_The name of Andrew J. Green, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in llea of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elijah Coffman, late of Company F, Filteenth Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30C per month in lien of that he is now receiv‘lnli.I i

The name of Willlam W. Agee, late of Company M, Third Regiment
Provisional Enrolled Missourl Militia, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receivlug.

The name of Henry Burc , late of Company F, Thirteenth Regi-
ment Indiana Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Samuel Jack, late of Third Independeut Battery. Towa
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per
month in leu of that he is now recelving.

The name of George A. Burgess, late of Company F, Second Regiment
Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving, X

The name of Lettie Edie, widow of Arthur 8. Edie, late of Company
A, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $387 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Mary K. Edle,
helpless and dependent child of said Arthur 8. Edie, the additional pen-
slon herein granted shall cease and determine: Provided further, That
in the event of the death of Lettie Edie, the name of said Mary HE.
Edie shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and
after the date of death of said Lettie Edie.

The name of Martin T. Bhadwick, late ¢f Company C, Ninth Regiment
Provisional Enrolled Missourl Militia, and pay bhim a pension at the
rate of $80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elijah J. Farlow, late of Company B, First Regiment
Delaware Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Geo W. Monmonier, late of the United States Navy.
and pay him a ;’)ens on at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that
he is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Letzkus, late of Company G, First Reglment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John II. Davidson, late of Company A, Eleventh Regi-
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and United States Navy, and pay him
o pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he-is now
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receiving. -
Samuel J. Tlenderson, late of Compan
, and pay him a pension at the rate

The name of
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infan
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Bylvania Farmer, former widow of Denton Farmer, late
of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

&he name of Willlam B. Carr, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
840 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Horace E. Hand, late of Company H, First Regiment
United States S8 hooters, and pay him a pension at the rate of 325
per month in llen of that he is now recelving.

The name of Joseph B. Doan, late of Company H, One hundred and
fiftieth Regiment FPennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Edward Searls, late of Company H, Second Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in Heua of that he is now receivhii:.

The name of James Custer, late of Company I, Sixtieth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lien of that he 1s now receiving.

The name of Welcome Ashbrook, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regi-
ment Ohlo Volunteer Infn.ntr,rl. and pay him a pension at the rate of
8560 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Thaddeus Clark, late of Company B, First Regiment
West Virginla Volunteer Infantry, and pay himm a pension at the rate
of 50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

he name of Charles J. Mead, late of Compan‘y F, First Regiment
Minnesota Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jacob Hamon, late of Companies F and G, Eighth Regi-
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
ot.l§50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

he name of Willlam L. Stephenson, late of mpnn{ H, Eleventh
Regiment, and Company A, One hundred and forty-eighth Regiment,
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alonzo Green, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of James F. McLuen, late of Company E, Thirty-ninth
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of %50 per month in lleu of that he is now rem!vinf.

he name of Etta C. Bartholomew, widow of Willlam 8. Bartholomew,
late of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pensfon at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Almeron D. Martin, late of Company D, Nincty-fifth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §5o per month in lieu of that be is now receh-tnﬁ

The name of Harriet L. MacGregor, widow of Peter MacGregor, late
of Company H, First Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $37 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Charles H. Mae-
Urogor.%e] less and dependent child of said Peter MacGregor, the addi-
tional pension bherein granted shall cease and determine : Provided [ur-
ther, That in the event of the death of Harrlet L. MacGregor, the
name of sald Charles H, MacGregor shall be placed on the pension roll,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the
rate of $12 per month from and after the date of death of sald Harriet
L. MacGregor, .

The name of Joseph Wiley, late of Company D, One hundredth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam A, Hnrtleﬁ. helpless and dependent child of
John Hartley, late of Company M, Sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteer
Cavalry, an pnilhlm a pension at the sate of $12 per month.

The name of rtle Collver, helpless and dependent child of George
W. Collver, late of Company B, One hundred and ninety-seventh Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$12 per month,
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The name of Willinm IT. Beal, late of Company I, One bhundred and
fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving

The name ot John H. King, late of Company F, Ninety-fifth Reglment
Illineis Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month lo lien of that he is. now receivin L

The name of Charles Brady, late of the United States Navy. and pay
Iah:n‘ﬁa:1 pension at the rate of $36 per month In Ileu of that he is now
reeeiving.

The name of Sedonia A. Smedley, widow of Henry A. Smedley, late
of Company L, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay het
a pension at the rate of $37 month in lien of t she is now
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Lemuel T.
Smedley, helpless and dependent child of said Henry A, Smedley, the
additional pension berein granted shall cease and determine: Provided

‘wrther, That in the event of the death of Sedonia A. Smedley, the name
of said Lemuel T. Smedley shall be placed on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and limifations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12
per month from and a the date of death of sald Sedonia A. Smedley.

The name of James A. Rives, Iate of Company E, Fiftieth Regiment
Missouri: Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam P. Underwood. late of Company B, Twenty-
second Regiment Wisconsin: Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of ’40 per month in lien of that he Is now rﬂ-elvln%.‘

The name of Samuel P. ‘Thurber, late of Company B, Twelfth ‘BT-
ment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lleu of that he i{s now receiving,

The name of Charles H. Willlams, late of Company F, Fifty-third
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer ]afantrg. aml pay him a pension at
the rate of $386. per mont’s in heu of that he is now receiving.

The name of denjamin F. Smith, late of Company D, Forty-ffth Regi-
ment Uanited States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of ?40 Bﬂ' moato in leu of that he s now receiving.

The name of John A Sare. late of Company I, Twenty-second Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate o
$£50 per month In lleu of that he is now recelving.

The name of John Brocious. late of Company H, Ninety-first -
ment Peonsylvania Volunfeer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of George €. Miller, late of Company B, Twentieth Regl-
ment Towa ‘Inrann;_v. and pay him a pension at rate of $30 per month
in lieu of thar he s now recelving.

The name of William Mitchell. allas William Terow, late of Company
¢, Twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany I, Second Regiment New York Veteran Cavalry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month In ifeu of that he Is now receiving,

The name of Johm T. Axline, late of Company B, Second Battalion
Missouri State M:lttia Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of William A. Bivens, late of Company K, Seventh Regl-
ment Nlinnis Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that be is now receiving. 3

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I effer the following amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohie offers an amend-
ment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 34, line T, strike out * $26 ' and insert ' §40."

The amendment was agreed to.,

The amendment increases the pensiomof Charles H. Willlams,
late of Compuny F. Fifty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volun-
teer Infantry, from $36 to $40 per month.

This bill iz’ a substitute for the following bills referred to the
Committee on Invalicl Pensions:

[1, B. 578. Nathan L. Nims.

H. R. 792. Wililam B. Huazeltine:

. R. 794, Jesse Mather.

_ . St3. Hobeet N. Lafferty.

. . 834, George M. Estes,

‘B 1308, George W, Hal.

. Jacol Schofier,
Sallie Blevins.
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. William: H. Prior.

. Thomas J. Shocker.

Mary A. Ames,

Joscphus Gatten.

Frank . Randolph.

Mathew Stamets.
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ﬁ. Kéﬁhen..

J h K. ¥a

Jm Barger.

Clay Jackson.

Jumes Millers

Paul Scheors.

Mary F. Church.
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James. M. Hummer.
David A. Ladd.
John M. Goodwin.
. Naney E. Benedict.
Alvin W. Every.
Stephen K. Ol
o
ward nger.
Thomas Wilson,
Patterson Short.
Hamiiton Campbell.
Riuben A. And: rson.
Richard C. Xewsom.
Charles A. Young.
John Bel

John W. tl'lau-wy.
ill:mce E. Adams.

gaaEs

I
SERaRRERoneE

A Sk
B

&

2
g

B . GGoodman.
David F. Blavl
Margaret J. Rogers,
Jacolh H Olmstead.
Lytle McCracken.
James W. Deasley.

. Charles J. Edington,
Felix Gremaore.

Eli Mi'ler,

Jumes Rolls

. Bylvanus 2 Oppelt,
Geargs Stoncking.
#4. Danle: B. Bailey.

. David 8. Ollphant.
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£rTy Al lgf tzgerald.
Adam A. Worthington.
G W. Smith,
Joseph Buckle,
Carrie L. Kibhe,
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Naney C, Jones,
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James O. Batten.
Nathan N, Fproce,
Franklin Hereford.,
Isanc Boyce.
Henry C. Edmiston.
Joseph L. Middleton.
Maria Wilson.
Van Stewart.
. Bimeon D. Chelf.
. Phedora J. Black
. Davld A. Gage,
Emma Chase.
. Darlus N, Ehaw,
. Joseph W. King.
. Daniel Keene.
Thomas R, Thompson.
. Annle Ridgway.
. Burton M. Golnes.
. Mary A. Stolcolp.
. Hezekiah E. Hawver,
. William Bannon,
. Ephralm Whitson,
. Henny I, Bager,
. Milton T. Bedford.
. William B, MeCurdy.
- 10128, Lucian B. Walker,
allas Burt Crowell,
Willlam 8.  Webb,
alias Willlam Stod-
dard,
N184. Willlam W. Counts.
232. Mitehell Mason.
. Charles B. Griffin,
. Charles MeCarroll.
.. Peter Miniha,
Hiram H. Reed.
Eamuel V. Bocock,
Julia A, Gorman.
. Foster D, Brown.
. Benjamin Macy.
. John Sherrard.
. Joseph Morrison.
. Dalla= Runyon.
. Jobhn H, Allen.
. Henriet'a Sehmidt,
. Arvilla 1. Briggs.
. #erah T. Boker.
John Charles,
Elijah L. st
Joshua 8. Fisher.
Nathan C. Messick,
. Molten . Pe I
. Barah C. F‘ranErord.
Mathias Klingel,

Archable Dougherty, m

mw. Wright. H. R. 11086, John T. Axline.
h De Glnpper. H. R.11098. Willlam A, Bivens,

The SPEAKER. The question is on the ent and
third reading of the bill. ' AT

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was accordingly read the third time and passed.

On motion of Mr. RussgLr, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

RIVEE AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS.

On motion of Mr. Saarrn, the House resolved itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (E. R. 10069) making appro-
priatiens for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer-
tain public works on rivers aml harbors, and for other purposes,
with Mr. Byass of Tennessee in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading
of the bill for amendment.

The Clerk read as follows: )

Paseagoula, Wolf, Jordan, Pearl. and East Pearl Rivers, and Biloxi
Harbor, Miss. : For maintenance, $135,000.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. AIr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. In all the bills heretofore passed, just after that
provision for the Paseagoula, Wolf, Jordan, and other rivers,
the item for the Yazoo River and its tributaries has been cur-
ried. I notice that in this bill that is put over with the Arkan-
sag items. I was going to suggest that thé item on page 9,
beginning with line 7. be transferred to this poiot, if it Is sat-
isfactory. That is the place where it has always been.

Mr. SMALL. I ean explain that. In the formulation of
this bill it was arranged by engineer districts, and these two
projects to which the gentleman refers just happen to be in
different engineer distriets. This was thought to be a better
arrangement than the one we had heretvfore followed, which
was: largely by lecation and nenrness to each other. This ar-
rangement is followed throughout the bill

Mr. HUMPHRIEYS, Very well. I do not care to disturb it.
I was just wendering why it was.

Mr. SMALL. That is the only reasan.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. In referring to a bill of two or three
vears ago to see what provision was made for the Yazoo River,
amd then referring to this bill, a easual examination would in-
diecate that the item had been omitted ; but I have no objection
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Johnson Hatfield.

Phineas B. Ewan.

10645, Andrew J, Green.
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R.10677. Willlam W. Aree,

! Henry Burcham.

NB83. Hamuel Jack.

George A, Durgess.
. Lettle Bdle.

Martin T. Shadwick.

Elijah J. Farlow.

- R. 10729, George. W. Monmo-
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. 10736, Joseph Letzkus,

. R. 10737, John H. Davidson,

. R. 10738, Samuvel J, Henderson.

. Bylvania Farmer.
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. Horare E. Hond.
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. Edward Hearis.

. James Custer.
Welcome Ashbrook.

. Thaddens Clark,
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio River to and including
the mouth of the Missourli River: Continuing improvement and for
maintenance, $100,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Frear] asks unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes, Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FREAR. I wish to discuss briefly conditions on the Mis-
sissippi River, because it occurs to me that we are facing one
of the most important problems in reference to inland-waterway
navigation that can possibly be considered by this country.
Briefly, I desire from the record to show conditions as they
exist on this river at the present time. We have spent on the
Mississippl River, in round numbers, or have appropriated, over
£170,000,000. I have given a statement, and made some com-
parisons in the minority report, which ought to receive consid-
eration from those who desire to know how the Government
money is being expended and what return is had for this enor-
mous expenditure,

I quote briefly from the hearings on page 85, where Col. New-
comer makes this statement regarding the upper Mississippi:

The 4i-foot project is said to have been completed on the upper
lﬂaslssigfi, and I think they have substantially that depth all the
time. course, in a stream subject to such variations of stage such
as the Misslssippi, duﬂnﬁ these changes of stages it is always ging
on the bar, and there will be some periods possibly when there may be
a less depth than a depth 9! only 3% feel. -

Col. Keller was before our committee. He is a very able
Army engineer, and he discussed this same question and sug-
gested that there was an excellent depth of water at the present
time in the river. This was at hearings on inland-waterway
transportation, on page 19. Among other things the question
was asked:

Mr. Frear. Now, let us see on what polnt we are in agreement. We
have spent something like $100,000,000 on the lower Mgslssippl from
Ht. Louls down to New Orleans. That Is a channel of 9 feet on the
average, is it not?

Col. KELLER, It is sufposed to be 8 feet from St. Louis to the mouth
of the Ohlo, and 9 feet from there down.

Mr. Frear. Of course, that is a conditlon which is far better than
fn any European country, and yet we have no line of hoats between
these two points.

Col. KeLLer. That is an admitted fact.

Mr. FrEAR. And the commerce has depreclated, as estimated, 90 per
cent, which I presume is true. Now, do you believe that the fault ﬁ:s
with tHe railroad systems?

Col. KeLLER. Undoubtedly.

Again, a little further down, the question was asked:

Mr. Frear. On the upper Mississippl we have appropriated something
like $30,000,000 thus far and we have very little there. I think we
will agree on that.

Col. KELLER. Yes,

In that, reference was made to the commerce, which is insigfi-
cant, with an average haul of only 14 miles. Appropriations
on the Mississippi above the mouth of the Ohio reach over
$50,000,000, with practically no result commercially on the finest
inland waterway in the country. -

On page 20 of this report the further statement was made by
Ool. Keller:

Mr. Frear. Now, what do your people propose to do; what change do
you propose to make at this time so as to eliminate this situation in re-
gard to rallroad discrimination In rates? You say you propose to place
zome boats upon the Mississippl River?

Col. KeELLER. None for the pu e of curing the general situation.
I have already explained that the boats are to be placed upon the upper
Mis=issippl River, and they have been authorized to be built for a
special purpose, and I think that that special use 1s possible in the
face of existing rallroad rates, There is no necessity for changing rall-
road rates in order to make speclal traffic profitable. That is Mr.
Goltra's proposition. Tle has already satisfied himself, and the rest
of us are agreed with him, that such business can be carried on with-
out difficulty.

On page 21 Col. Keller says:

Col. KernrLen. We have had many nefvliml!ons, but none that are
predicated npon as tangible a basis as Mr. Goltra’s. For cxample, the

ople who are interested in the New Orleans-8t. Louis line, that has
een under discussion for some time past in these two cities and else-
where In the valley intervening, have been anxions to have the Gov-
ernment build a fleet of them much the same as is proposed by Mr.
Goltra, and have expressed a desire to lease it from the Government.
We have not up to the present time found any authority under which
we construct such a fleet. The authority given by the Shipping Board
t? construct this fleet for Mr, Goltra is specially limited to that case
alone.

Here we have a statement that Mr. Goltra’s is the only ap-
plication of many that could be considered, and that the au-
thority given by the Shipping Board is for n fleet for Mr. Goltra,
specially limited to his case alone.

Again, at the bhotton of page 20:

Mr., Frear, The Government provides the boats?

Col. KrLLER. Yes, gir; towboats and barges. We are going to build
4 towboats and 24 large barges.

Mr, FreEar. And they are to be leased; or what arrangement made?

Col. KeLLER. Leased under equitable conditions to Mr. Goltra or an
operating company.

I will show that the Government is to bunild these boats, at a
cost of $3,360,000, for Mr, Goltra’s use, as stated. That is the
proposal.

On page 23 Col. Keller further says, in reply to a question:

Mr. FrEar. Do you believe, getting back to the original point, which
is the Important one in determining our action in regard to transporta-
tion, do you believe that this can be carried on profitably, notwithstand-
Ing the present rallroad rates?

Col. KeLLER., Yes, sir; I do: but on the upper Mississippi only in
this special traffic—

Not for general or public use; only for this special traffic of
Mr. Goltra’s. What justification exists for this $3,360,000 con-
tract to be made by the Shipping Board?

Eight years ago, Mr. Chairman, this Congress appropriafed
$500,000 and placed that money in the hands of our Army en-
gineers for an experimental fleet upon the Mississippi River
for the purpose of determining whether or not we can carry on
any substantial commerce.

I will not read the conditions, but it provides that Congress
is to receive reports of what use can be made of the river, to be
determined by experiments.

Two years ago Congress again, as an amendment to a bill,
passed a brief statute which provided that the engineers were
to immediately make experiments and report within two years
what could be done on this great river in stimulating com-
merce.

For eight years that other statute has been on the books,
with $500,000 in the hands of the Army engineers for experi-
mental work. We have put $170,000,000 into the Mississippi
River for improvement. The Government engineers have been
given from one to two million dollars annually in recent years
for continual river improvement on the finest river in the
world, on which we have lost 95 per cent of a once great com-
merce; and yet no report has come from the Army engineers
to show that the stream ean be utilized—that they are making
any experiments. Why not? What have they been doing?
To my mind it is an astounding situation. The report of Col.
Townsend proposed to stop all improvements, except on the
Mississippl and Obhio, until we could demonstrate that the
rivers would carry commerce profitably, as rivers do in Eu-
rope—not to spend more for new improvements but to ascer-
tain how to use those we have. And yet, in the hearings, the
statement of Col. Keller is that there is practically no com-
merce on the river, and the Army engineers have not shown
any development of commerce under the power given them to
buy or build boats or to indulge in commercial experiments.
Now comes an offer from Col. Goltra, of St. Louis, a private
individual, who makes a statement that he has been given a
lease, or is about to be given a lease, which has been referred
to in tl.e minority report—a lease of boats that are to be built
by the Government at a cost of $3,360,000 for two dozen barges,
That is in addition to four towboats, and I wish to read what
he says on that same subject.

Col. Goltra, whose military title, I assume, is political, Iast
year made experiments on the Mis<issippi River. He has a
steel plant in St. Louis, and he proposed to carry ore from
St. Paul to St. Louis and carry coal back, which, of course, if
it can be domne, will be of some commercial benefit to Col.
Goltra, although in this case, as I have shown from Col.
Keller's statement, it is for Col. Goltra's special purpose alone,
and it is going to Col. Goltra’s steel plant in boats for his
special use. Referring to his past experience, which consisted
in one trip on the river last year, on page 88 of the hearings
on the inland waterways Col. Goltra says:

She drew between 5 and 6 feet. After struggling with the Nokomis
to ihe extent of taking everything off of her except, as the captaln
expressed it, the cook and the paint, we finally succeeded in getting
her down to 8t. Louis in the latter part of October, and when we got
to Alton the barges were there awaiting us, and we hooked up and
came into St. Louls, havlnﬁ no difficalty from that time on. The
financial result being that all the money that had been made in going
uE the stream was lost in getting the Nokomis back to deep water, and
about $10,000 besides. That is what It cost to get the boat down.

On this trip Col. Goltra had the use of Government boats
for a nominal rental in making an experimental trip, as de-
scribed.

In other words, he lost $10,000 in that trip, the only experi-
mental trip we know anything about, and one in which he experi-
mented with Govermment boats furnished by Army engineers.

"
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Further down on the same pagb—-SB-—he says of that trip:

We came down, I repeat, over that 675 miles with fhe lowest stage
of water that there ever has been in the river, so far as history tells us,
with no dlﬂk'uitf. comparatively iwnkin?. with our load—the barges
were loaded—bui with all kinds of dificulty with the deep-water boat.
In other words, it was clear that a deep-water boat was not a proper
boat for the ufpt-r Mississippi in the low-water months of the year, and
certainly not the proper boat when the river is lower than it was ever
known to have been before,

In other words, Col. Goltra said with the river at a low stage,
the lowest ever known, he was able to bring dewn loaded barges
without difficulty. The trouble came with the experimental tow-
boats they built, which drew about 6 feet of water. Think of

engineers building boats of that draft for river traffic. But
Goltra says nothing is the matter with the river.
Here is a further statement, on page 39, by Col. Goltra. He

says:

1 would state, genilemen, that this was done on a commercial-sized
basis. 1 call it to your attention again that what | was endeavoring to
do was twofold : First, to find out whether the river was in a condition
that made it and rendered it navigable now; and, second, the trip was
made for the purpose of determining just exaclly what was the kind of
vessel or vessels best adapted for the purpose. Both of the objects
sought were accomplished. To my surprise, gentlemen, the condition of
the river from St. Louis to St. Paul was very much better than 1 had
any idea. I was like a great many—in fact, like the people of St. Paul,
who thought that 1 would never get through with that enormous fleet,

Let it be understood at this point that the river is in proper
shape, plenty of water; but after spending neurly $170.000,000 it
is minus boats, and the $500,000 given to the engineers to build
boats has been without results, at least nothing has come to
Congress, .

We have the testimony of all these gentlemen—Cal. New-
comer, Col, Keller, and Col. Goltra, all eolonels—to the effect
that on this river, upon which we have spent §170,000,000, that
is to-day practically without any commerce, conditions are all
that ean be asked for earrying commerce., Col. Goltra now de-
sires to make a contract, and is expecting to make a contract,
not through the Rivers and Harbors Committee but through the
Shipping Board. The Army engineers have refused to muke
any experiments worth while, hecause we have had no report
from them that gives us any information of what can be dune
on the river. It is left for Col. Goltra.

Mr., Chairman, at this point 1 ask unanimous consent to put
two or three puragraphs in the Recorp in regard to Col. Goltra's
testimony.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks ununi-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the IRecorp by including
the matter referredl to. Is there objection?

There was no ohjection.

Mr. FREAR. On page 48 Col. Goltra says as follows:

If I can eventually purchase this fleet for $1,700.000 that has cost
$3,360,000, that money will cost me 6 per cent per annum ; that is, $283
a day. I know the number of men that are fo‘.ng on that boat to operate
it—1 am speaking now of one boat—and I know how much they will
cost and how much they wiil eat; that will cost me just $36 a day.

This Is to prove he thinks he can make it profitable for himself
in his steel business. -

Further down on the same page he says:

My scheme contemplates creating a body politle, to be known, for
instance, as the Missizsipp! Valley Transportation Co., and that trans-
gortaﬂon company will take over a railroad, the control of which 1

ave secnred—the option on the rallroad—that railread will bring over

the coal from the mines, 25 miles down to the river, and the cost In the
t;mu.l;tter will be the cost of raising the coal and putting it on board the
t.

On pages 43 and 44:

Mr. SwiTzEr. Just one more question: Mr. Keller stated that the
steamers wonld cost about £300.000. I don't belleve he stated what the
barges would cost : o yon know?

Mr. GoLTrA. 1 think about $100,000.

Mr. HwiTzER. Aplece?

Mr. GorrTia. Apiece. ‘fhey wiil cost more than twice as much as
they woulil have rout several years ‘ﬁ"'

AMr. Frean. What will be the total?

Mr. GorTra. $3.360,000 - that is the amonnt set aside.

Mr, Fugan. For this particular purpose?

Mr. GouTra. Yes, sir,

Mr. FrEar. Are any other contracta being proposed ?

Mr. GorTra. Not that | know of. I am speaking about this thing
because, with this thing a success, you wiil see a great many boats on
that river eventually.

Referring to the new Liberty motor, Garabad experimental,
£3,360.000 fleet, to be built by the Government, by Mr. Goltra,
page 46:

Mr. Frear. I nnderstand there is no such boat In existence to-day.

Mr. GorLTrA. There Is no such boat in existence to-day.

Col. Goltra will build them with Governmnent money.
page 47:

Mr. FeEar. And you think the river Is In good enough condition now
to glve n good test of that?

Mr. GorTra, Yes, sir; . think we better spend. $3.500,000 now and
finil out whether our $30.000,000 expenditure was worth while. Uncle
Bam could afford to throw that over apd give me the boats in the end.

thlri Frear, Do you think you could do tiult with the present railroad
rates

On

Mr. Gorrna, Yes, sir; I was coming to that.

Mr. SwiTzEr. You think this trafiic will continue?

Mr. GorLTrA. Yes, sir; I have ideas about that matter that will Inter-
est you. At first yon mag dinn;im with me, but on reflection I think yon
will agree with me. The eos ton per mile: If 1 ean eventually
purchase this fleet for $1,700, that has cost $3,360,000, that money
will cost me € per cent per annum—*hat is $283 a day. 1 know the
number of men that are going on that boat to operate it—I1 am speakin;
now of one boat—and I krow how much they will cost and how m
they will eat ; that will cost me just §$36 a day.

And so on. He figures that if the Government will build in
these times of war stress when labor is high and he ean huy
back from the Government at half price, or $1.700,000, that it
will be a good bargain for him sure. If the Government would .
pay his railway freight charges now, it would be very cont:
venient. Itemember this Is not a war proposition, It will take
two or three years presumably to build these boats for Col,
Goltra to be used by him exclusively in his steel business.

Herz is what he says about this fleet on page 47:

I T do not k it going, if 1 do mot do what I say, Uncle Sam will
lose every dollar he puts Into it, excepting the beats.,

That is a prospect which at least eught to give your Uncle Sam
a jolt.

Down further on that same page, 47, he says:

I think we had better spend §3,500,000 now and find eut whether enr
$30,000.000 expenditure was worth while. Uncle Sam could afferd to
throw that over and give me the boats in the end.

I believe that was read before, but think of the proposition
about to be put over by the Shipping Boeard with Government
money. All for Col. Goltra’s private ness,

There is no question, I presume, if we can develop any com-
merce there, that it is wise to make an experiment. That is
what Congress gave d half million deilars to the engineers to
demonstrate. But this is a gift of $3,360,000 to Col. Goltra.
Why? 1 have objected in my report to making this private
contract when the Army engineers have been directed, with half
a million dollars placed in their hands, to determine whethes
that river can be made commercially valuable, 1 have stated.
at all times that we ought to improve the channel of the river.
That is what we have done to the extent of $170,000,000, which
is an enormous amount to waste unless we use the river. These
expensive improvements have been going on, and are larger than
they were many years ago, yet with a loss of 95 per cent in the
commerce since we began improvements, ought te call atrention
of the country te what we have been doing blindly all this time,

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes, .
Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman did not read all of that las
sentence. >

Mr. FREAR. Oh, no; I want to state this in fairness to Col.
QGoltra, that he believes he can mnke a success of it, but what I
say is, he lost $10.000 on the only trip he ever made, aml he asks
this Government to put $3.360,000 more into boats for his private
nse, and it is conceded by Col, Kellar that no other business can
be served excepting Mr Goltra’s especinl trafficc. In that he
appears to be right. Commerce is not to be established for any
general purpose, but only for Col. Goltra's purpose, iron at one
end ‘and coal at the other., Not for any general commercial use.
We are not improving the river for that purpose.

We are-digging the channel in the river and putting this money
in with the hope that the people of the whole country may vtilize
it, not for Col. Goltra's private purposes. I said to him in my
office, “ Will you reduce the cost of your ore if you can get those
boats for $3.360,000?” and he said, “ Excepting as it affects the
general trade " ; and that was a reasonable explanation. Grain,
stock, lnmber, and other commerce is not considered. Just for
Mr. Goltra's private company. that seems to be the only use to
be served. What I complain of is that, with this $500.000 placed
in their hands, the authorized agents of the Government. the
Army engineers, have made ne effort to develop that river, not-
withstanding they have expended nearly $170.000,000 received
from Congress in the improvement of the river without develop-
ing any commerce; and now they permit this man to come here
and take $3.3060,000 of Government war funds, as he says, for
his own private business uses, to build 28 experimental boats—
nothing like them, he says, in existence. And he lost $10,000
on the only trip he ever made, and comes with the proposition
that unless he enn succeed those beats might as well be serapped,
because they will be of ag little use to the Government as the
$170,000,000 river which is now deserted. Is it net time to
inguire where the money goes?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin
has expired.

Mr. FOSTER. JMr. Chairman, T have listened attentively to
what the gentleman frem Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] has said in
reference to the operation of these barges by Mr. Goltra, of St.
Louis. In my judgment Mr, Goltra is to be commended for his
undertaking to demonstrate whether it is possible or not to
navigate the river from St. Louis to St. Paul.
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I remember a few years ago that there was appropriated
£500,000 for the Army engineers to determine if possible some
craft that might be used on this river, aml everyone who is
acquainted with the Mississippi River hoped that the Army
enginecers would be able to develop such a craft by this time
and be able to give Congress some definite informuation of what
might be done.  Mr, Goltra has at least demonstrated that there
ix 21 chaunel in the Mississippi River that ean be navigated. The
Army engineers have apparently given up the fight, or at least
they are not doing anythiog to demonstrate whether there can
be navigation of the river as it now exists with some new craft.
Mr. Goltra went up there with a fleet of barges when the river
wans at its lowest ehb, and while he did not make a financial
success of his venture, lie has developed the fuct that it was pos-
sible to go there with these bouts. There has always been a
difference of opinion in reference to the Mississippi River he-
tween the Ariny engineers and people who are commonly ealisd
river men. It has occurred to me that men who have been on
the river and who have known it most of their lives, who huve
navigated it for many years, may be able to demonstrite some-
thing wore if they are given a chance, even though the Army
engineers are unuable to solve the probhlem. We all have great
respect for the ability of Army engineers who have charge of
this work, yet it has not been demonstrated that they are always
infallible and that their judgment has always been the best
that could be had. Others may make valunble suggestions. at
least, So it seems to me that in a problem of this kind the views
of these men ought to be taken into consideration aid they ought
to be given an opportunity to demonstrate whether they ean
nmke suggestions amd demonstrute their idens in reference to
the navigantion of this river. Ispecially at a time like this, when
truansportation is so necessury amd when the Congress has met
all of the demands that it ounght to meet in the way of appro-
priations, it occurs to me that something further ought to be
done,

1 do not live on the river. I live on the other side of the
State, but I have talked with some of these men who have navi-
gated that river in the past, nnd they believe that there is a
wiay even with the low water as it occurs in the smmmer time
and the fall and with the river channel as it is now, in which
that river can be navigated. I think it is finportant to the
people of the Mississippi Valley if it enn be shown there may
be constructed some craft that ecan be put on the river and
carry freight. As you all know, in southern Illinois aml Ken-
tucky we have coal in large amount that is transported to the
North. There is a large amount of ore that needs transporta-
tion from the North to the South. especially to St. Louis. There
ure other commodities that might be transported by water. I
sny these few words in the hope that there may be some con-
sideration given to these men who honestly believe that a eraft
ean be constructed by which the river cun be successfully used
for navigation,

Mpr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to take
up the time of the committee, and I told the ensirman of the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors T would not say anything at
this time; but as there has been considerable eriticism directed
aminst Col. Goltra, to the effect that a venture that he now
expects to engage in may be of some considerable advantage to
him or those he represents at St. Louis, T feel that, as a mem-
ber of the Committee on Rivers and Huarbors. it is my duty to
express what I believe and my feelings about the mutter at
this time. I do not think that Col. Goltra should be eriti-
- cized because he is in a venture that will move a commodity
that may bhe of advantage to some industry that he represents
or is interesteil in at the city of St Louis. 1 would have the
menibers of this committee look to the Monongahela River,
which is i= a branch of the Ohio, and whose navigation has
been developed by the expenditure of twelve to fourteen mil-
lion dollars. There will be a commeree this year upon that
river of 20,000,000 tons. and It i= an advantage directly to the
men whe have industries upon the bhanks of the Monongahela
Ltiver, who in great measure own these indusiries and own the
towhoats and barges that engage in the handling of this great
traffic upon that river, and to some extent it is true upon the
Ohio. So I see no rveason to criticize Mr. Goltra beeause he
nuy be interestéd in some industry at St. Louis that desires to
receive low-grade traffic up in Minnesota like iron ore. The
testimony discloses that there is an abundanee of iron ore
near Minneapolis and St. Paul, in Minnesota, that ean be
transported down the Mississippi by barges at a low cost, com-
peting with railway rates of to-day; and the testimony fur-
ther discloses that there is coal in southern Illinois and in
western Kentucky that can be transported from that region
up to St. Paul and Minneapolis at a low cost by river trans-
portation, thereby relieving the congested railway traflic of

the Mississippi Valley. Now, it is stated by the engineers and
by Col. Goltra that this sort of traffic can be carried on with
competition with the railroad rate of to-day. Why, then,
should I, as a member of the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors, criticize anyone? The fact is I desire the Shipping
Board or any other board to demonstrate, if they can, the
utility of the upper Mississippi and Ohio or Teunessee or any
other stream. 1 have no objection if they can show some
merit. some proof, that their scheme will succeed. I think
that Col. Goltra has gone into this matter in good faith., Like
the geutleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster], I think he is to be
commended. Trips can be made in six, seven, or eight days
from St. Louis by water to St. Paul or Minneapolis, and vice
versa. A

In other words, yon can take iron ore down by barge in 8, 10,
or 12 days, where it takes 6 or 8 weeks now by rail. That is one
advantage that may be of great help in prosecuting this war.
Like the Panama Canal, to bring ships now constructed through
the Panama Canal frean the Macifie coast to the Atlantic may be
of great advantage in helping to win the avar, so, if we can
utilize the Mississippl, or the Ohio River ¢an be utilized as the
Monongaheln has been demonstrated it can be used, I see no
renson why n member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors
should ohjeet to a shipping board or any other board appropriat-
ing or being allowed any reasonable amount to demonstrate the
utility of those rivers, and I want to say here that the testimony
of those two gentlemen show that to-day pig iron ean be brought
from Birmingham to Sheflield, on the Tennessee River, down the
Tennessee River, down the Ohio, Gp the Mississippi, and up the
Illinois River to Peoria in much quicker time—in one-thirl or
one-fourth the time—and at a much cheaper rate than transpor-
tation by rail.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvunia, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last two words. The observations of the gentleman
from ITllinois [Mr. Foster] interested me, because ordinarily he
is one of the most painstaking economists of the House. I wus
sorgewhat surprised indeed to observe that he would rise in
defense of a proposition to turn over, in effect, Federal money
to an individunl, one of considerable influence, to organize a
company for the purpnse of experimenting upon a river, the
sueeess of whose navigation, the gentleman from Illinois admnits,
has not been altogether satisfactory. Col. Goltra, who is to
have the privilege, or who already has the privilege, through
the Shipping Board or Emergency Fleet Corporation

Mr. SWITZER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. To the gentleman from Mis-
souri.

Mr. BOOHER, I want to say to the gentleman that Col.
Goltra has no contract with the Shipping Board or anyboly else,
There has been no contract let, and nobody has got any c¢laim on
this proposition. Col. Goltra’s proposition, Col. Keller said, was
the best one they had, but they had not accepted any proposi-
tion. Col. Goltra en Thursday, in an interview in St. Louis,
stated that there had been no proposition made to him at that
time, and that he haad accepted no proposition, He stated exactly
as he testified before the committee,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 1 was taking into account the
statement made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frrar]|,
together with the data which he has placed in the minority
report and the testimony which he cites as having been taken
before the committee.

Mr. BOOHER. I think the gentleman is mistnken where he
got his information. I do not know. 1 think instead of getting
it from the hearings he got it from the private conversation he
had with Col. Goltra. i

Mr. FREARL. Will the gentleman vield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will.

Mr. FREAR. I have given the testimony here in which Col.
Keller reconunends this proposition, in which Col. Goltra states
he expects to have this contract.

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman turn to the page where
he stated anything of that kind before the commitiee ?

Mr, FREAR. Ido not want to take the time of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania, but I would be glad to read it into the Recorp
or to print it in the Recorp, as I have in the pnst,

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman give the page?

Mr. FREAR. Let me ask the gentleman, if the gentleman

‘from PPennsylvanin will yield. does not the gentlemun from Mis-

souri understand that Col. Goltra expected to et this contract?
Alr, BOOHER. I do not know what he expects.
Mr, FREAR. That is the statement in the record of what he
proposed to do.
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Mr. BOOHER. Yes; he put his proposition, but I do not
know what the others proposed to do, and Col. Keller said he
did not, but they were receiving other applicatiol ..

Mr. FREAR. He said no other applications would be consid-
ered.

Mr. BOOHER., Where did Col. Keller say that?

Mr. FREAR. I will read it into the Recozb.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Meanwhile, sinece Col. Goltra
has come to our notice, I will ask the gentleman from Missouri
just who he is?

Mr. BOOHER. He is a steel manufacturer in the eity of St.
Louis. He is 2 member of a large company. They get their
coal from Illinois and their iron from Minnesota.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is he engaged in politics?

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. He is a Democrat.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Is he a member of the Demo-
cratic National Committee?

Mr, BOOHER. Yes; and has been for years. If does not say
g0 in the record, however.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania.
St. Louis?

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. He is a very preminent business man,
and he would be prominent anywhere,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is to such a man, I assume,
that a contract of this kind ought to go.

Mr. BOOHER. Let me read what Col. Keller says.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It was with that in mind that
I commented on the project.

Mr. BOOHER. As a business man no man stands higher in
the West thun Col. Goltra. I want to read an extract from the
testimony of Col. Keller. Mr. Frear asked this question:

Mr. FrEar. And they are to be leased, or what arrangement made ?

Col. KELLER. Leased under equitable conditions to Mr. Goltra or to
an operating company.

Mr. FrREAR. Arce there any other propositions in view as to the buaild-
ing of boats and leasing them?

Col. KELLER. We have had many'aglplit-ntlons‘. but mone that are
predicated upon as tangible a basis as Mr. Goltra’s. For example, the
B(ezple who are interested mm the New Orleans-8t. Louis line that has

n under discussion for some time past in these two cities, and else-
where in the \'alle¥ intervening, have been anxious. to have the Govern-
ment build a Aeet for them much the same as is proposed by Mr. Goltra,
and have expressed a desire to lease it from the Government. We havs
not up to the present time fornd any authority under which we could
construct such a fleet. The authority given by the Shipping Board to
construct this fieet for Mr. Goltra is specially limited to that case alone.

Mr. Feear. That is an unusual course, for the Government to build a
fleet and then lease it as an experimentar proposition,

Col. KELLEr. As I have explained the committee hasn’t any funds.
We can not bulld any special plant. All we can do is to investigate
the schemes proposed and decide whether they would be profitable as
commercial or private enterprises—

That is the same as is proposed in this cake.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent te proceed for five minutes more. Is there
objection? . !

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Mis-
souri knows that I do not always follow carefully the reports
of the gentleman from Wisconsin |[Mr. Fresr] on river and
harbor bills; but may I ask the gentleman whether this state-
ment which the gentleman from Wisconsin has made in his
minority report is correct? He says that the Government of
the United States has placed $3,860,000 in the hands of a
waterways committee with which to build several steamers of
an experimental design and to design new barges for trial
tests on the upper Mississippl, and then the statement is made
that Col. Goltra is to be the beneficiary of that enferprise and
is to participate in the use of $3.360,000 of Federal money for
experimentation. 1Is that a true statement?

Mr. BOOHER. I do not want to pass on the truth of the
statements of the gentleman from Wisconsin. I feel sure the
gentleman from Wisconsin is mistaken in his facts and quotes
from a private conversation and not from the record.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Mis-
souri is an able defender of his State and has spoken bravely
for Col. Goltra. I do not want unduly to embarrass the gen-
tleman mnor the gentleman from Illineis [Mr. Foster], who
ordinarily is a careful administrator of public funds, and who
vould not ordinarily support a Government contract that he
was not thoroughly satisfied with.

Mr, FOSTER. I am not saying anything about a Govern-

He is a very strong man in

ment contract of tLat kind.

Mr. BOOHER. Here is what is said in the St. Lenis Repub-
lic of April 6, and I want you to note that it says the feasibility
of the barge line wus to be investigated.

I read:

GoLTrA AccUSED OF TrYING TO ProFiT BY WAR—Wiscoxsix CoNGRESS-
MAN AsSsSerTS ST. Louisan Is 1y DeEAL witTH UNITED STATES SHIP--
PING BoArD—RIVER BoATS ARE INVOLVED—REPRESENTATIVE DECLARES
Maxvracrunrer EXPECTS EVENTUALLY To Buy VEsSseELs AT Havr CosT.

[By leased wire from the Washington Bureau of the Republic.]
_ WasnHixaTox, D. C., April 5.

Representative JaAmgs Frear, of Wisconsin, opened his annual fight
against the rivers and harbors bill to-day with the cry of “ pork.”

This time, however, he sald, the pork was not being grabbed by Mem-
bers of Coungress for thelr districts but was being passed to Edward F.
Goltra, of 5t. Louls, who, Mr. Frear charged, was in a deal with the
Shipping Board to purchase from the Government, after the war, at-
one-half cost of construction, boats built for Mississippl River traffic.

Asked If there was anything in the bill contemplating such a deal, Mr,
FBE?\“ n;pliled:d 1 t lated by B

“No; it iz a deal contemplated by Mr., Goltra and the Shipping Board.
But I refer to it now because of an appropriation we mdcpgt gne time
to test the navigabllity of the Mississippi River.

VALUES OF DOATS INCREASE,

“Mr, Goltra was very frank. He said the Government would have
to pay twice as much now during this war time to manufacture the boats
ant that after the war he expected to purchase them at one-half the
cost."

“T have always understood that boats which had been used for two
years cr so wers of more value than when placed in the water the first
time,” suggested a Republican Member.

“"That is the statement of men who understand this boat business,”
sald Frean. *“*And to think of it at this time when the allies are cryln
ggr'thoats and every shipbuilder in the country is expected to buil

ats.

“Mr Goltra should not have one boat built for him for his private
use during this war time.”

Frean sald the boats would be used for Goltra's private corporation
and that no reduction In the price of steel would be made to the
Government by the Goltra firm,

PRAISES $11,000 FAILURE.

“ Wil Congress sit silently by when the keys of the Treasury are
being turned over to a private corporation such as this? " he demanded,

Outside his attacks upon Goltra, Frean seemed to have found little
in the rivers and harbors bill upon which to criticize, except a charge
that river transportation upon the Misslssippl had proven a fallure and
that it was not a feasible proposition. He char; that Secretary Red-
field and Br g. Gen. Bixby supported the Goltra experiment and pralsed
the ** fallure,” although it cost $11,000.

He became eloguent about the recent election in_Wisconsin and
accused the Democrats of playing partisan politics. Political leaders
saw in this attack a fear by Frear that if the Democratic party in the
next election makes as good a showing in his district itho tenth
Wisconsin) as it did in the recent election he will stand a slim chance
of being returned to Congress,

The bill, which was pared to the bone on everything except river
and harbor work, which is necessary only as war measures, probably
will pass the House to-morrow.

Gortra Says HE Triep To RELIEVE FREIGHT TRAFFIC.

Edward F. Goltra, president of the Mississippl Valley Iron Co.,
of St. Louis, who, at the instigation of the Government, investigated
the feasibility of the barge line between St. Louis and 8t. Paul, referred
to by Representative FrEAR and for which the Shipping Board recently
appropriated $3,500,000, said last night at his home :

“ JFrom what you say Mr. Frear stated, it seems hardly worthy of
reply. It is an ingenious piece of verbal jugglery, the fallacy of it being
readily exposed by a single statement of the facts.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then Col. Goltra does not
agree with the gentleman from Wisconsin?
Mr. BOOHER. No. I read further:

The congestion on the rail carriers on account of the tremendous
activity due to the war makes it necessary that we put into use, to
supplement these carriers, every means at our command. The shortage
of coal in the Northwest became unusually great, It was plain that
the only other means at hand was the river. Buch steamers and barges
as the Government had, which were ouly about 45 per cent efficient,
were pressed iato service, and I made a ploneer trip with them loaded
with coal, from the southern Illinois coal. fields to St. Paul, to de-
termine the practieability as a freight carrier of the river.

The trip was a physical success, and would have been an economical
one had the city of St. Paul been prepared to promptly unload the
barges. They held us there six weeks waiting to unload, This, of
course, occasioned the unusual expense. The steamer used was a
lower river, deep-draft boat, and the trip downstream, bringing iron
ore back, thereby was unduly delayed.

The cbijeet songht was fully attained, to determine the kind of craft
that should be built for the purpose.

Ie paid $10,000 out of his own pocket to determine it. I read
further:

Mr. Fresr's statement that the boat will cost twice as much now
to bulld as in normal times is correct. But, in my opinion, that is
not suflicient reason or excuse for our not doing everything we can
to move these important commodities—Illinols coal to the North and
ore from Minnesota to the central section. As to the *‘deal” between
the Shipging Board and myself, which he alleges, please quote me as
stating there Is none.

Mr. FREAR., None what?

Mr. BOOHER. No agreement. I do not think that anybody
who knows Col. Goltra would doubt that statement.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Would it not be sufficient to call upon a
member of the Shipping Board to refute that?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I was reading from the report
of Mr. I'uear concerning the testimony that was presented.

Mr. FRIEAR. So far there is nothing that has developed to
disprove: the statement that I made.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
qanin has expired.
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Mr. BOOHER. Mpr. Chairman, may I have a little more time?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent for five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOOHER. I read again:

No contract has been made nor has any proposition been snbmitted to
me or any company in which 1 am interested by the Shipping Board or
un,}‘ other board.

he extraordinary bullding cost will have to be absorbed in some man-
ner. just how 1 do not know. The Government is just completing a
large river steamer of iight draft, and when she is ready it has been
determined to take a cargo of 7.500 tous of Illinols coal to St, Paul. I
have invited Mr, Frear to accompany me on this trip to show him the
feasibility and practicabllity of the Government's intentions. I am
sorry he declines the Invitation, notwithstanding his plea of pressing
business in the Congress.

There is, of vourse, nothing in the implied argnment that the fabrica-
tion of these barges will interfere with the Government's shipbuilding
program, as they will be bulit In small boat yards located on the river,
the use of which is not contemplated in the Shipping Board program.

&-aﬁ'ln}g vessels could not be built in these small yards, ¥

Bt uis 18 using about 500,000 tons of pig iron per annum. This is
equal to 1,000,000 tons of ore. [t takes irom ore to make pig iron. I
know of no one thing that will so greatly relieve rall carriers as bringing
this commodity in by boat instead of by rail.

As regards the price the Government will pay for iron, the same will
be fixed by the board, which is fAxing all prices.

Mr. Fukar apparently bas not investigated the subject sufficlently to
know that the 2,200 tons of steel bullt into barges will carry a tonnage
of iron ore and coal that would require 17,000 tons of steel built Into
cars to transport. The Government is trying to conserve its steel.

Right in that connection let me state that Mr. Frear s again
mistaken in the statement he made—not that he did not have
some foundation for it. He said he had a conversation or con-
sultation with Col. Goltra in his office, but at no time has he
stated what was said there. Mr. Frear also said that Col
Goltra was to pay 2 per cent for the use of the boats, and when
he got through with them, if the experiment was a failure, the
Government would lose all it had in boats. What he did say was
that he was to pay 4 per cent on a leare of 20 years, and at any
time within that period he was to have the option of buying these
boats ut the appraised value. That was called out by a question
of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] himself.

Mr., FREAR. He was to buy them at $1,700,000, whatever
their value.

Mr. BOOHER. No. He said they were to be appraised. and
he was to buy them at the appraisement, whatever it was. The
gentleman says that Col. Keller said that if Col. Goltra did not
take the boats the Government would lose everything. He said
that the boats could be used for transportation purposes either
inland or along the coast. It is an effort to get transportation
on the river somewhere, It was not to be a dead loss.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I was attracted to this con-
troversy by the statement prepared by the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Frear], and my interest, of course, was aroused by
the address of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FostER], who,
as I say, ordinarily may be depended upon as one of the watch-
dogs of the Treasury, to see that money does not go out for
experimental projects or In doubtful contracts. I was rather
glad, while T was not always able to agree with the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], that he was able to bring these
facts forward if only for the purpose of debate. The gentleman
from Illinois, however, indicated that the Government had
already spent upward of $500,000 in an effort to build barges
that would be suitable for nawvigation on the Mississippi. I am
inclined to think that much more money than that $500,000 has
been expended for that purpose,

Mr. BOOHER. I wish every Member of the House had read
Col. Goltra’s testimony. He says in that festimony that it is
better for the Government to spend $3,600,000 to find out whether
that river ecan be made navigable; and If it ean not, he says it is
their duty to stop spending money on it,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. This is the statement of Col.
Goltra? §

Mr. BOOHER. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And not of the Army engineer.

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. He says it is a business proposition that
he is offering to the Government, and that if it ean not be made
navigable, after spending this $3,600,000 to find out, then it is
the duty of Congress to stop spending money on it, and I think
s0 too.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. T take it from the remarks of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] that he is inclined to
think that there are times when the United States Army engi-
neers ought not to be followed literally, and that there are times
when it is better to take the advice of gentlemen outside, like
Col. Goltra, who has had long experience on the Mississippi
River, and therefore may be better informed than the United
States Army engineer, That is the way I took the remarks of
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTter], and it was extreimnely
interesting to me to find him taking that stand ; that is, that the

Army engineers having failed, after the expenditure of $500.000
and other sums that have been spent in experiments upon the
Mississippi River, it might be well in his judgment to take the
advice of Col. Goltra, who is of good standing in St. Louis, a big
business man there, and who also attained considerable promi-
nence as a national committeeman in the party to which the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] and the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. Boongr] belong.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. *The gentleman from Illinois” did not make
that statement. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is mistaken.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, The gentleman from Illinois
said that it was possible that the engineers might not be as well
informed on the question of navigation as some of these prac-
tical gentlemen, like the gentleman who happeir g in this case to
be the Democratic national committeeman for the State of
Missouri.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Illinois never said any-
thing of the kind, as the gentleman will see if he will look at
the Reconb.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. No; the gentleman did not
mention Col. Goltra as the Democratic national committeeman.
That is true.

Mr. FOSTER. No; nor did he mention Col. Goltra in that
connection. He did say this, and I think the gentleman from
Pennsylvania— 4

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Most of my time was taken
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Booder]. I ask unani-
mous consent that I may have five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman pro-
ceeding for five minutes? =

There was no vbjection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
Illinois.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Illinois said this: That
the Army engineers had had a loug time to demonstrate whether
they could secure suitable eraft

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
gentleman.

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, no; I am talking about the $500,000——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Mississippi River Com-
mission has been working since 1879.

Mr. FOSTER. I am talking about the $500,000 that was ap-
propriated some years ago.

Mr. FREAR. About 10 years ago.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not know whether it has
been spent or not.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Illinois said this: That
the Army engineers are not infallible——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I remember that.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania may have
the idea that they are infallible.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
idea.

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman from Illinois did not say any-
thing about Col. Goltra’s contract or wanting a contract.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman very studiously
avoided sayving anything about Col. Goltra. [Laughter.]

Mr. FOSTER. But he said that rivermen who had navigated
that river for many years In the past

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Men just like Col. Goltra.

Mr. FOSTER. Might be able to give some idea and be able
to devise some sort of craft that could navigate that river. That
is'what the gentleman from Illinois said.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There is really no difference
between the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from
Pennsylvania.

Mr, FOSTER. I am surprised that the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania questions an item in the river and harbor bill.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. T did not question it.

Mr. FOSTER. We spend millions of dollars in other places
to which the gentleman does not object, and probably those
expenditures are all right; but when an attempt is made to solve
a problem out on the Mississippi River the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania seems to take exception to what men say about it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to say to my friend
from Illinois that I did not intend to question this item as it is
written in this bill. The controversy is over the Shipping Board
venture. What I rose to say was that I was not only interested
but somewhat surprised to find my distinguished friend from
Illinois, one of the most careful custodians of the Treasury in
this body, I repeat

Mr. FOSTER. I thenk the gentleman,

I yield to the gentleman from

Since 1879, I will say to the

No; I do not have any such
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, Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Proposing that we should
spend, through the Shipping Board or through some other
method not provided in a river and harbor bill, what the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] indicates will be upward of
$3.000,000——

Mr. FREAR. Four million dollars.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. By a gentleman who happens
to be the Democratic national committeeman from Missouri, on
experimental boats on a river which the gentleman from Illinols
admitted the Army engineers were incapable of managing so
that navigation is wholly successful upon it.

Mr. FOSTER. The fact that a gentleman was the Demo-
cratic national committeeman from Missouri or from any State
would indicate that he was an honest man and that the money
would be properly spent, That fact is a recommendation for
him. [Applause.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Missouri
[Mr., Boorer], who had the floor a moment ago, certified to the
high character of Col. Goltra in a manner that, I think, does
both himself and the colonel proud, and both he and the gentle-
man from Illinois are entitled to great credit for the able de-
fense they have made of Col. Goltra and the situation.

Mr. FOSTER. He needs no defense. |
" Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But what I wished to impress
on the Members, who have been patient with us during this dis-
cussion, is this: At some future time when a question of ex-
perimentation on some other stream than the Mississippi River
arises, I would like to recall, merely by way of proving up the
consistency of the gentleman from Illinois when he rises to
oppose such a suggestion, that in this instance of the Mississippi
' River, coursing by the great State which he in part represents,
when the opportunity arises to utilize the services of a distin-
guished committeeman of the National Democratic Party, he
is willing that the Government shall experiment with its money
in testing out whether such a scheme is wise and calculated to
improve navigation.

I merely want to have the gentleman from Illinois remember
on some future occasion the stand he has taken to-day in favor
of improving navigation on the various inland waterways of
the country. I want him to remember, when the question
drises, that there are other streams besides the Mississippi
that he so ably champions. I want him out of the depths of
his patriotism to remember, if it is necessary to build barges
on the Delaware or the Hudson or to connect the Chesapeake
and Delaware Bays, to bear in mind that on this great day in
the House, when Col. Goltra was in issue, he took this noble
stand for inland waterways.

Mr. FOSTER. The *“gentleman from Illinois” well re-
members in every river and harbor bill coming before Con-
gress in the several years since he has been here the many
pleadings in eloquent speeches the gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia has made, trying to secure all the appropriations that were
possible, that he has been able to secure larger appropriations
for streams up around his city of Philadelphia than anyone

else.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired. :

Mr. BOOHER. Mr, Chairman, I ask permission to put in the
Recorp the whole article of which I read a part.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Mississippl River Commission shall forthwith make an examina-
tion of the caving bank on the right bank of the Ohlo River beloWw
the mouth of the Cache River and shall make such plans and take
gnch steps, to be approved by the Chief of Engineers, as may be neces-
sary from time to time to protect the levee line endangered by this
caving bank, such Improvements to be paid for out of any funds herec-
tofore or hereafter appropriated for the work of the Mississippi River
Commission,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
against the item.

Mr, SMALL, Mr, Chairman, by direction of the committee I
move to strike out the paragraph.
~ Mr. HUMPHREYS. But I have made a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi makes
the point of order against the paragraph.

Mr. SMALL. Does not my motion to strike out have priority?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. No; nothing is in order after the point
of order is taken but to dispose of the point of order.

. The CHAIRMAN. In view of the motion of the gentleman

from ¥arth Carolina, does the gentleman from Mississippi insist
on hii yoint of order?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. If I withdraw the point of order and
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina should not
prevail, my rights would be forfeited. If I may reserve the
point of order and ask unanimous consent that the item be
stricken from the bill, or if the gentleman asks that it be
stricken from the bill, I will reserve the point of order.

Mr. SMALL. If the motion is not carried, if it is necessary,
I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may then make
his point of order. y 2

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, in view of the point of
order made by the gentleman from Mississippi that the motion
to strike out is not in order until the point of order has been
disposed of.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I can not withdraw the point of order,
because I would lose my rights.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi reserves
the point of order against the paragraph, and the gentleman
from North Carolina asks unanimous consent that the para-
graph may be stricken from the bill.

Mr. SMALL. That was not quite my request.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen-
tary inguiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would not recognition first go
to the chairman of the committee? \

The CHAIRMAN. That is quite true and the Chair recog-
nized the gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Who moved to strike out.

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Mississippi in
the meantime made the point of order.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the Chair hold that the
point of order takes precedence of a motion to strike out, the
motion to strike out having first been made?

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the point of
order must be disposed of before any action can be taken on the
paragraph,

Mr. SMALL. I do not think it is necessary now, Mr. Chair-
man, to argue the point. I disagree with the Chair, but I do
not understand it to be necessary because the gentleman from
Mississippi says that he has the right to make tle point of order
in the event that the motion to strike out is not carried, he is
satisfied. 4

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I ask unanimous consent that the para-
graph be stricken from the bill.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be taken off my
feet for a motion to be made by the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I did not make a motion. The gentle-
man from North Carolina will understand that I am simply try-
ing to preserve my rights. If the motion of the gentleman to
strike the paragraph from the bill should not prevail it would
be too late then to make a point of order. I am willing to re-
serve the point of order if the gentleman wants the item stricken
from the bill, and it seems to me he ought to be willing to have
it go out by unanimous consent.

Mr. SMALL. I want it to proceed from the committee because
I am doing it by instruction of the committee.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
this paragraph be stricken from the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that this paragraph, page 9. beginning at
line 17, be stricken from the bill. Is there objection?

Mr. GOOD. Reserving the right to object, there are other
items in this bill which seem to me to be taking from the proper
committee the power of appropriation. It seems to me that
when the matter is presented to the Chair there should be a
ruling on the proposition. The gentleman from Mississippi has
reserved the point of order on this item and an item that clearly
presents that proposition because it has no place in this bill. It
seems to me that we might as well meet that proposition and
meet it fairly, and therefore I object. :

Mr., SMALL, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Yirginia.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, this is the situ-
ation at present. The gentleman from Mississippi reserves the
point of order to the paragraph. The gentleman from North
Carolina moves to strike the paragraph from the bill. If a vote
is taken on that motion, and is lost, then the reservation of the
point of order remains for the protection of the gentleman from
Mississippl.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I do not think the gentleman from Vir-
ginia will insist that anything is in order when a point of order
is reserved, except procedure by unanimous consent.,
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Mr, SAUNDERS of Virginia. Oh, yes, if you reserve it, it is
lodged there, it is a sort of caveat.

Mr, HUMPHREYS. I dare say the Chair will not agree with
that opinion.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I do not see any real difference
between the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, Samarr] and
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Humrareys]. If you lodge
the point of order and the motion is made to strike out, and the
paragraph goes out, the purposes sought to be subserved by both
these gentlemen will be secured. The gentleman from DMis-
sissippi said that he wonld yield to the gentleman from North
Carolina to ask unanimous consent to sfrike the language from
the bill.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Absolutely.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginin. That being so, the same result
woulidl be obtained by moving directly to strike it out, and the
gentleman from Mississippi would not lose any position of right.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. If the Chair were announcing that opin-
ion as the parliamentary status, the gentleman from Mississippi
would be much happier than to hear it come from any Member
on the floor.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I am not announcing any rul-
ing, as a matter of course, but my suggestion, I submit, is sound.
If the gentleman from Mississippi reserves, or lodges the point
of order and the gentleman from North Carolina then moves to
strike out the section, and that motion prevails, the section goes
out and along with it the reservation of the peint of order, but
if the gentleman from North Carolina loses on the motion to
strike out, then the reservation of the point of order remains,
and preserves all the rights of the gentleman from Mississippi.
That is a very plain conclusion of common sense, and promotive
of the orderly and efficient conduct of the business of this body.

AMr. HUMPHREYS. I have no question that it is in the in-
terest of common sense, but it is not the rule of the House.

Alr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Absolutely.

Mr. SMALL. Mr, Chairman, at the conclusion of the reading
of the paragraph I addressed the Chair and secured recognition
and immediately said that by direction of the committee I
moved to strike out the pragraph. Is it true, as a matter of
procedure, that a gentleman may break in at that point and
make a point of order against the paragraph which is moved
to be stricken out? Can he take me off the floor to do that?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Otherwise I could not make the point of
order.

Mr. SMALL. But all points of order on this bill were re-
served. When I moved originally to go into the Committee of
the Whole upon the bill, some gentleman on that side, possibly
the gentleman from Towa [Mr. Kenxepy], reserved all points of
order on the bill.

Mr. CRISP rose.

Mr. SMALL. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to interfere with
the gentleman at all, and when he gets through I desire to give
the Chair my view of the proposition.

Mr. SMALL. Very well, I shall soon coneclude. The point
in my mind is that having been recognized to strike out the
paragraph, by direction of the committee, the first thing in order
was to put that motion. Then if perchance the motion had
failed, all points of order being reserved, the point of order could
then be made and passed upon. That seems to me to be regular
and proper, and T submit that having been recognized, and being
upon my feet and addressing the Chair, and making the motion
to strike out, the gentleman from Mississippi was not in order
at that time to make a point of order against the paragraph.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I have no interest whatever in
the controversy between the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
HumpHREYS] and the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Sxarr]. And as far as the House Is concerned, it seems to me
that it is a question of tweedledum and tweedledee, for both
want the provision eliminated from the bill; but I do have
some interest in the rules of the House and the regularity of
the proceedings of the House, and that is the only reason I am
trespassing my views upon the Chair.

There is a good deal of misunderstanding among many of
the Members as to when and how a Member may be taken off
the floor. Where a gentleman has the floor I can only recall
twvo ways whereby he may be taken off the floor. One is by
lodging a point of no quorum, because no business whatever
can be transacted when no quorum is present, and the other is
by ledging a point of order against the bill or some portion of
the bill. Under the rules and under the precedents of the House
fa point of order to be effective must be made before there has
been any debate whatever on the proposition or amendment. If
any debate has been had, the question of estoppel applies, and
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it is too late to then make a point of order. When a point of
order is reserved the only way it has ever been operative in the
House is for the purpose of discussion, the object of the reser-
vation Dbeing to hear the merits of the proposition discussed
with a view to seeing if the point of order would be with-
drawn. You can not offer an amendment to any provision in a
bill to which a point of order is reserved, and why? Obviously
because if the point of order is sustained the whole proposition
goes out and there is nothing left for the amendment to relate
to. In the present instance the motion is to strike out the
entire section, and, answering the argument of my friend from
Virginia, Mr., Sauxpers, if that motion to strike out is lost,
he says the point of order could then be passed on. I do not
think so. Suppose the motion, instead of striking out the whole
paragraph, was to simply strike out some part of it or to add
some new matter to it, and the motion prevailed. The entire
text might be thus changed so as to relieve it from the point
of order, whereas the original text, to which the point of order
was lodged, may have been clearly subject to the point of order.
It seems to me clear, under the rules of the House, if the point
of order is insisted upon, the Chair must pass on the point of
order before he can recognize or submit to the House any
motion to amend or strike out. If an amendment is allowed,
the point of order is waived.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
tleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania., It strikes me as a peculiar
situation, and I made a parliamentary inquiry of the Chair for
that reason. Suppose the gentleman from North Carolina, hav-
ing been recognized, should carry the motion to strike out; there
could be no point of order—there would be nothing against
which to make the point of order.

Mr. CRISP. Then you would have the point of order re-
served and held up in the air, and the House would never act
upon it.

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRISP. T will,

Mr. LENROOT. The amendment vote would be taken upon
that, and the point of order would be waived and the reserva-
tion gone.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the whole con-
tention advanced in this connection, it seems to me, as stated by
the gentleman from Georgin, to be the difference between
tweedledum and tweedledee, If the motion to strike out shonld
fail then as I have argued the common sense of this matter is
that the section must be taken up for consideration, subject to
the reservation of the gentleman from Mississippi. The point
of order has been reserved, and action upon the same is not in-
sisted upon. I agree that if the gentleman should insist upon
a ruling on the point of order, a different situation would be
presented. I understood the gentleman in charge of the bill to
say that he moved to strike out the whole section. Now if those
two gentlemen are agreed and if the action taken on the motion
to strike ont is favorable, then that will end this whole matter.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I will.

Mr. ALEXANDER. Suppose the motion fo strike out pre-
vails and the bill is reported in that form, and then a vote in
the House is demanded, and the motion to strike out defeated,
and the provision is restored to the bill. What becsmes of the
vote?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. It will come up I presume in
the House for a ruling on the part of the Speaker. Of course
logically this would be the case, if the reservation is noted. In
that event the reservation will go along with the motion to
strike out. Should action on the amendment be demanded in
the House, it would seem therefore that a ruling might be asked
of the Speaker on the point of order. And why not? In many
of these cases, it would be very desirable to have an affirmative
and authoritative ruling by the Speaker, on questions arising
in the Committee of the Whole.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. I will.

Mr. STAFFORD. In the suppositious case propounded by
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Arexaxper], would the
gentleman from Virginia claim that if a motion to strike out
prevailed that the chairman in reporting the action of the com-
mittee to the House would report that that paragraph was
stricken out with the reservation of the point of order?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. What else could he report, if
the reservation is noted? The two would naturally go to-
gether. If the reservation of the point of order is made and a
notation of same made ot the desk, why of course when the sub-

Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
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ject matter comes up in the House, the reservation would ac-
company the subject matter, and again, T ask, why would not
this be desirable, and good parlinmentary practice?

Mr. STAFFORD. Then I take it the Chairman would report
not only the reservation of the point of order but the persons
who participated in the debate, in the discussion, and the per-
sons who——

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. What is the reservation of the
point of order?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. A matter of courtesy on the part of the
man who makes it to give gentlemen an opportunity to make
remarks not pertinent to the point raised and to make them
out of order.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. No it is something more. It is
to preserve the right of a Member to make a point of order after
other action has been tuken. Under the rules, a point of order
can not be made after debate has begun. But if a reservation
is made. the debate may proceed indefinitely on the merits.
After this debate i= concluded, action may be asked on the point
of order which pending the debate has remained dormant, or
quiescent. And so by analogy, if a point of order is reserved,
and the motion is mude to strike out. then in the event of the
failure of that motion, the Member who has made the reserva-
tion, and whose rights have been preserved by that reserva-
tion, can ask for a ruling on his point of order. Just as the
reservation operates to preserve a Member's rights, pending a
discussion on the merits, by analogy, it will preserve his rights
in the case suggested. It is merely dormant while the House 1s
voting on the motion to strike out. It is not in anywise de-
stroyed, or affected by that motion, should the motion fail.

Mr. GREEXE of Vermont, Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. No, I will not press this matter
further. I (e not consider that it is important enough to justify
the consumption of the time that otherwise might be used in
the disposition of the pending bill.

Mr., SMALL. Mr, Chairman, I desire to submit a request for
unanimous consent, to which I ask the attention of the gentle-
man from Towa, and in a different form from that in which I
put it before. I ask unanimous consent that I may submit a

motion to strike out this paragraph, that the gellt]em:lq from

Mississippi may reserve a point of order against the paragraph,
and that the motion to strike out shall be put to the committee.
and if it does not carry that then the gentleman from Missis-
sippi may present his point of order. Now, I will say to the
gentleman from lowa, if he is thinking that it makes a precedent
that affects anything else in this bill, that his fear is groundless
in that respect. There is nothing in the bill that is like it or
similar to it, and it does not affect any other proposition in the
bili, and I hope no objection will be made. g

Mr. GOOD. AMr, Chairman, may I ask the chairman why
this unusual, unprecedented, and unheard of request to dispose
of it in this way rather than to meet the question on the point
of order? What is the object to be attained?

Mr, SMALIL. The answer to that is obvious., If the comumit-
tee had decided since reporting this bill that they will submit
a motion when it came up in the bill to strike it out, then it is
quite obvious they prefer to have the motion put rather than the
puint of order. I hope the gentleman will not object. =

Mr. GOOD. That is the only reason; that is the real reason?

Mr. SMALL. Oh, it takes time, the gentleman can under-
stand——

Mr. GOOD. Is that the only reason? Now, will not the gen-
fleman from North Carolina tell us the real reason, all the
reasons that actuate him to have the committee take this un-
usnal action? y

Mr, SMALL T have given the substantial reasons. If there
are other reasons they are personal, not personal to me. however.

The CHAIRMAN. Before the Chair puts the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina he trusts the committee will
permit him to make this statement: This presents a rather
paculiar guestion, in that both the gentleman from North Caro-
lina and the gentleman from Mississippi have the same purpose
in view; that Is, the elimination of this particular provision in
the bill. It is truoe the Chair did recognize the gentleman from
North Carolina, the chairman of the committee, who made the
motion to strike out.

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr., Saarnt] eould not
be taken off his feet by any Member except in the two ways indi-
cated; that is, either by the point of no gnorum or by some
Member who interposes a point of order. If the Chair had re-
fused to recognize the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Huva-
PHEEYS] for the purpose either of making or reserving a point
of order, which was his undoubted right as the Chair under-
stands the rules and precedents of the House, then he would

have lost that right if the motion to strike out had been put to
the committee and had failed. It was for that reason that the
Chair, acting in nccord with the rules and the parlinmentnry
precedents, recognized the gentleman from Mississippl to make
the point of order; not to take the gentleman from North Caro-
lina off his feet, but simply to preserve the right of the gentle-
man from Mississippi to make a point of order, or reserve it,
which would give Members the right of debate on the proposi-
tion, but not the right to offer any amendment in the way of a
motion to strike out, or add to, or take from, the provision.

Now, the gentleman from North Carolinn asks unanimous
consent that he may be permitted to make a motion to strike
from the bill the paragraph on page 9, beginning on line 17 nnd
running down to and including line 25, and that the point of order
which has been raised by the gentleman from Mississippi niny
be reserved, and that the gentleman from Mississippi will not
lose any of his rights in making a point of order against the
paragraph if the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina
does not prevail. Is there objection?

Mr. GOOD. T object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Towa ohjects. Does
ihe gentleman from Mississippi make the point of order?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Yes; I make the point of order..

The point of order is, Mr. Chairman, that this is a matter
that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has no jurisdiction
of as an original proposition, and it has no right to report it
in an appropriation bill and give it the privilege that goes there-
with.

The Chair understands that all jurisdiction which was for-
merly vested in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, if it
ever had anv, over matters relating to flood control was taken
from it and given to another committee that was created for
that purpose.. 1 think the Chair will have no trouble in finding
the precedents there. They occur to me as being ample and
full. I did not know, in fact, that the point of order had ever
been contested.

Alr, MOORE of Pennsylvania.
man yield?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Yes,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The jurigdiction of the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors may conflict with that of the
Committee on Flood Control, of which the gentlemun s chair-
man, bul the matters to be referred to the Committee on Flood
Control are matters relating to flood control other than appro-
priations therefor?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsyivania. I have read this paragraph
carefully, and I do not observe in it anything that relates to
floodds. It is a matter of shoring up the banks of a river.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. For what purpose?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Shoring up the bank of a
river. That is all. There is not a word about flood or flood
control.

Mr. HUMPHREYS To protect the levee line endangered by
this caving bank. The chairman of the committee will very
frankly state to the gentleman, if he wishes to have this infor-
mation, that this has no relation to navigation,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Flood coutrol, as I understand
it, and as we understood it when that committee was created,
meant the abnormal flow of the water, not the normal flow
affecting navigation. So far as this paragraph reads, it may
be regarded as a matter to protect navigation, a matter of im-
provement of the channel, which would certainly come under
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and Harburs.

What is there in the paragraph to indicate that there is a flood
there? It is n normal condition, not an abnormal one, It is a
matter of the natural flow of the water, which may eause ero-
sion on one bank or the other. But there is nothing to in-
dicate that it is a matter of flood or flood control. The Mis-
sissippi River is an uncertain quantity. It is a river in which the
flow changes. It cuts in on this bank and it cuts in on that bank,
That is the normal condition. Then there are certain seasons
when the river rises and there are freshets which result in floods,
and great danger ensues to surrounding property. Then it be-
comes n matter of flood contrel. There is nothing on the face
of this paragraph to indicate that it is a matter of flood control
but everything to indieate that it is a matter purely of the
normal regulation of the flow of a river. I beg the pardon of the
gentleman from Mississippl for making that statement in his
time. =t

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Tt will not be stated by anybody on this
floor that the purpose for which the appropriation is asked is
in the interest of navigation.

Mr., SWITZER. T wish to say to the gentleman that I take
the position that it is in the interest of naviga?lon.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
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Mr. HUMPHREYS. I withdraw my statement. I did not
think anybody would state that. The river there is nowhere
less than 22 feet deep, and runs from 22 feet to 56 feet deep,
and the engineers who have examined it say:

It is clearly shown within that the protection of the banks and
levees between Mound City and Cairo is not necessary in the interest
of navigation; that water-borne commerce would in no way be af-
fected thereby,-and that the only benefits to be expected from such an
amendment would inure to the Cleveland, Cincinnatl, Chicago & St
Louls Railway Co. and riparian owners.

It is further true that in the hearings before the committee
not a word was said about navigation. The whole issue was
floodd control—the protection of that country from the floods
of the river.

The chairman of the committee told me that the guestion of
navigation was not involved—and I know he will make the
same statement here—and it did not occur to me that any
gentleman would come here and say that when the river is at

no place less than 22 feet deep, and from that to 56 feet, along |

this whole reach of the river, and that the engineers in the only
reports that have been made upon it have said that it had no
relation to navigation, and when the people who came and
asked for the improvement asked for it for the purpose of pro-
tecting this levee, to protect the territory immediately behind
it from overflow, and nobody had ever mentioned the subject
of navigation, I assumed that nobody would claim it was in
the interest of navigation, and I am quite sure the chairman of
the committee will state frankly to the House that the purpose
of it is to prevent the overflow of that drainage district.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the
point of order. Preliminary to it I want to state this: I am
interested in the provision that is under discussion. After it
had received practically the unanimous approval of the cem-
mittee, I heard that this question of jurisdiction might arise
here, and in order to avoid taking up the time of the committee
with the discussion of the question of jurisdiction I gave con-
sent to the committee that the provision be withdrawn from the
bill entirely, and the chairman of the committee, in keeping
with that understanding, endeavored to get the provision out of
the bill in order to avoid raising the question of jurisdiction.
But it seems that there are certain parties who want to discuss
the question of jurisdiction, whether the provision is in the bill
or not. So it seems that the question of jurisdiction is forced
on the committee, notwithstanding the fact that the Rivers and
Harbors Committee were willing to dispose of the provision
otherwise; and I, as the member more interested in it than any-
one else, was willing to have it take that course.

Now, I have not a particle of doubt on this question of juris-
diction, and never have had any. I do not suppose the gentleman
from Mississippi will deny the fact that the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors have always had jurisdiction of this subject
until the time when this Flood Control Committee was created
by the House, and that if the jurisdiction of the Rivers and
Harbors Committee has been taken away from it, it has been
taken away by reason of the creation of this new Committee
on Flood Contreol. So we start out with the assumption that
this formerly was within the jurisdiction of the Rivers and
Harbors Committee, and I do not think that proposition will be
disputed or denied at all.

Now, the rules defining the jurisdiction of the Rivers and
Harbors Committee have not been changed in one particular,
and were 1ot changed at the time of the creation of the Commit-
tee on Flood Control. There was simply another new committee
of the House created, known as the Committee on Flood Control,
and its jurisdiction was defined. The jurisdiction of the Rivers
and Harbors Committee was not changed. and never has been
changed in this particular.

When this question arose once before, Speaker CrArk stated
that the jurisdiction of the two committees overlapped, and I
think that is necessarily true to some extent, growing out of
the subject matters whieh the two committees are created to
handle, and there Is always going to be a question of overiap-
ping jurisdiction or conflict between those two committees. If
the Chair will reeall the debate that took place here when the
Flood Control Committee was created, a number of Members
spoke and said that the resolution was not in proper form in
order to avoid a conflict in jurisdiction, Among them was the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENroor], who spoke particu-
larly of that question, and he stated then that there would be
an interminable conflict of jurisdiction between the two com-
mittees beeause of the wordinz of the resolution creating the
Flood Control Committee. Last year Mr. Speaker CLARK stated
in the House that the jurisdiction of these two committees over-
lapped. That is for this reason, that the Flood Control Com-
mittee was created for the purpose of dealing with the question
of preventing or controlling floods.

Now, it may be that occasionally, in order to do that, some-
thing may have to be done that will indirectly affect navigation,
On the other hand, it may be necessary to make expenditures
for improvements that directly affect navigation and indirectly
affect flood control. The two subjects are so closely related that
you can not always legislate upon one without indirectly or
directly affecting the other. That in the very essence of the
proposition must be so. 8o the jurisdictions of the two com-
mittees overlap.

Now, whenever there are two committees the jurisdictions
of which do necessarily overlap to some extent, I contend that
the committee which first takes jurisdiction of a proposition
{_mght to retain jurisdiction over it if the subject is one that
it has jurisdiction over. The gentleman from Mississippi has
just stated that no question of navigation is involved here. I
should like to know upon what authority he states that. The
Chair must judge the question from the language in the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Undoubtedly the rule stated by the gentle-
man from Illinois would control if this had come in by way of
the bill and had been introduced in the House and referred to
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and that committee had
been given jurisdiction of it, and there had been no objection
raised, and that committee had reported it to the House. Under
those circumstances, undoubtedly, as the Chair understands the
precedents, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors would have
had jurisdiction. But this provision presents a somewhat dif-
ferent question. This provision comes in as a part of the river
and harbor bill reported by the committee and is not a bill regu-
larly introduced.

Mr. DENISON. For that reason I think our position is all
the stronger. The Rivers and Harbors Committee is an appro-
priating committee, has the power to appropriate. The Flood
Control Committee has no such power. I contend, if the chair-
man please, that where an improvement like this is to be made
on the river and an immediate appropriation is necessary, it
peculiarly belongs to the Rivers and Harbors Committee. The
Rivers and Harbors Committee has jurisdiction of all questions
pertaining to improvements of rivers and harbors. In the act
creating the Mississippi River Commission, which, as I under-
stand, was river and harbor legislation, one of the duties of
the Mississippi River Commission was to prevent the changing
of channels of rivers and the caving of the banks, and it has
always been understood, as I read the record, that legislation
that is intended for the purpose of preventing the changing of
channels of rivers and the caving of banks of rivers is in the
interest of navigation. That is exactly what this legislation is
for.

The situation presented is one in which: the Ohio River is
changing its course north of the city of Cairo, and it has been
doing it for a series of years. It has been moving in the direc-
tion of the Mississippi River north of the city of Cairo, and it
has gone so far that there is now only a neck of land still re-
maining between it and the Mississippi River. Some day there
is going to be a calamity there, and the city of Cairo will be
threatened. It is to prevent the continual changing of the chan-
nel of the river and the continual caving of the banks of the
Ohio River north of Cairo that this provision is inserted in the
bill. There ¢an be no question as to the merits of the proposi-
tion. It is true that there is a question of controlling flood
involved indirectly, but there is also the question of navigation
involved. '

In other words, 1 think the question of navigation is always
involved when the river is changing its course, and I think the
improvement to prevent the banks of the river from caving
involves navigation.

The jurisdiction of the Rivers and Harbors Committee covers
all gquestions of improvements of the rivers. A provision in the
bill to prevent the change of the banks of the river, to prevent
the washing away of the banks of the river is, on the face of it,
an improvement of the river. The Chair can not say by look-
ing at the provision that it is purely one for flood control. It
says:

The Mississippl River Commission shall forthwith make an examina-
tion of the caving bank on the right bank of the Ohio River below
the mouth of the Cache River and shall make such plans and take
such steps, to be approved by the Chief of Engineers, as may be neces-
Bﬂ.l'¥ frc_bm time to time to protect the levee line endangered by this
caving bank.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

Mr. DENISON. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
River.

Mr. DENISON. No.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
Valley.

Will the gentleman yield?

There is no flood on the Ohio

Aund none in the Mississippi
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-Mr. DENISON. No. It is a normal condition on the Ohio
River.

Mr. MOORE of PPennsylvania. The caving in of the banks
affects navigation on the river?

Mr, DENTSON, Yes; and it will affect it more if it breaks
through into the Mississippi River.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. Dut it is not a question of
flood control; it is due to no flood. but to the mormal action
of the water; is that right?

Ar. DENISON, Ilzactly. The Ohio River at this point has
changed its course a long distance, and has finally changed its
conrse until it has reached the base of the levee.

Now, as I umlerstand the parliamentary situation, if the
Chairman holds that the point of order is well taken against
this particular provision in the bill it must appear to the Chauir-
man from the langu.ge in the bill that it is a provision clearly
intended for flood control. I think the Chairman ean not say
that.

Mr. HUSTED. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENISON, Yes.

Mr. HUSTED. Have not the Army engineers repeatedly
stated that this eaving in of the banks only takes place during
periods of hizh water in the river when the rivers are in a
flood state?

Mr. DENISON. If they have said that, I never heard of it.

Mr. HUSTED. 1 think it is in the RRecorp.

Mr. DENISON. It is not in the Recorp in this case. But I
want to state to the Chairman and the gentleman from New
York that the Chief of Engineers and Col. Newcomer, for the pur-
pose of getting the work done and because they recognized the

importance of it, went before the Commerce Committee in the |

Senate two years ago to help me get a provision in the river
and harbor bill extending the jurisdiction of the Mississippi
River Commission to include this part of the Ohio River for the
purpose of having this work done,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. If the gentleman will yield, that was
after the House had passed the flood-control bill containing the
item which extended the jurisdietion of the commission up the
Ohio River.

Mr. DENISON. I beg leave to differ with the gentleman; it
was before the flood-control bill was passed.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The gentleman is mistaken. . We passed
the flond-control bill in May amd it went to the Senate, and it
appenred that the Senate was not going to pass the flood control
bill, and so the following winter, after the flood-control bill had
passed here, for fear that it was going to fail, the gentleman got
the Commerce Committee in the Senate to incorporate this matter
in the river md harbor bill.

Mr. DENTSOXN, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is mistaken,
and, to refresh the gentleman’s mind, T will remind him I went
before the Senute committee to get that jurisdiction extentled
to the Mississippi River Commission upon the advice of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi.

Mr. HUMPHRIEYS. Absolutely. There is not any dounbt
about that, because we thought the floodl-control hill was going
to fail; and. in order that the Mississippi River Commission
might have jurisdiction up the Ohio, we extemled it on the floml-
control bill. s, us it seemed that was going to fail, I suggested
that the gentleman take that particular provision and have it
put in the river and harbor appropriation bill in the Sennte, and
it appears there in the exact language that it appeared in the
flood-control bill. which passed the House in the early part of
May prior thereto,

~Mr. DENISON, The gentleman will reeall the provision was
put in the floond-control bill in exactly the same language it
was put in the river and harbor bill before that. T know what

I am talking ahout on that question. Thnat provision was put |

in the river aml harbor bill before the flood-control hill was
ever passed, nmd was put in with fhe assistance and consent of
the Chief of Engineer's office. Gen. Black went before the com-
mittee for the very purpose of getting this work done, beciause
it wns recognized as urgent and important. It has not -been
done, and this provision is put in the river aml harbor bill for
the purpose of zetting the work done now.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENISON., Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Why did the gentleman and the other
gentleman from Caire go before the Committee on Flood Con-
trol and have a lonz hearing in order to induce us, in which he
succeeded, to put this provision in the floml-control bill when,
as a mafter of fact, as he has just stated, ne hal already, prior
thereto. had It ennected into law in the river and harbor bill?

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman is skipping a cog.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Which cog?

Mr. DENISON, We first got the provision put in the river
and harbor bill in orider to give the Mississippt River Commnis-
sion jurisdiction over this part of the Ohio River to do the work.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Yes.

Mr. DENISON. There was no appropriation or direction to
do it, but simply extending the jurisdiction of the commission
over this part of the Ohio River, so that they “would have
authority to do it.

Mr., HUMPHREYS. That is all the flood-contrel bill did.
Why did the gentleman go to the Flood Control Committee and
ask them to put In their bill a provision already the law of the
land, and take up two or three days in the hearings before that
committee when It was already the law of the land? The rea-
son the gentleman did it is because it was not in the law, and
we put it in our bill and puassed it in the House, and the fol-
lowing fall, when it appeared the bill was not going to pass
through the Senate, the zentlemun got the Senate to put it in
the rivers and harbors bill.

Mr. DENISON. I will answer the gentleman’s question. Of
course, I dislike very much to differ with the gentleman from
Mississippi on a question of this kind, and yet, I am so certain
that he is wrong that I feel constrained to say so, because [
followed the advice of the gentleman from Mississippi in the
matter, he being older and more experience in questions of
river legislation, We went and got that provision in the river
and harbor bill first which extended jurisdiction of the com-
mission over this part of the Ohio River; that gave them au-
thority to #o up there and do the work whenever they got the
appropriation to do so. When the flood-control bill came up,
we were appropriating $45,000.000, as I remewmber it, for the pur-
pose of doing work on the Mississippi River,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Tlre flood-control bill did not appropri-
ate any money.

Mr. DENISON, I mean we were authorizing $45,000.000 for
doing work on the Mississippi River, and it seemed to me that
that bill ought to provide that the Mississippi River Commission
could go on up this part of the Ohio River where they had juris-
diction and do work there, so we put it in the flood-control bill
for that purpose,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Dut it was already the Iaw.

Mr. DENISON. That is, they already had jurisdiction.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The provisions are identical in hoth bills,
The river and harbor bill had passed and had become a law,
Then why did the gentleman induce us to put it in the flood-
control bill, when it was already the law?

Mr. DENISON. I will try to make that plain. It certainly
ought to be plain to anyone who can read, but I will try to
make it plain to the gentleman from Mississippi. In the flood-
control bill Congress wuas authorizing the appropriation of
$45,000.000 to do what? To provide against floods up and down
the Mississippi River. I think we ought to agree on that plain
statement.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Absolutely. It was to authorize——

Mr DEXISOX, They had jurisdiction to do that before that.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. It was to nuthorize the Mississippi River
Commission to expend $45.000,000, to enter into continuing con-
tracts therefor, provided only they should not expend exceeding
$10.000.000 a year.

Mr., DENISON. Yes.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. So that it relieves them of the necessity
of going to Congress every year for an appropriation. We did
nor extend the power, the jurisdiction. of the Mississippi River
Cominission in the slightest, except we did tell them they could
go up the Ohio River and in their diseretion make allotments
for that part of the Ohio River which the Rivers and Harbors
Committee for 20 years had refused to take care of. So the
gentlemnn eame to us and =aid that the Rivers and Harbors Com-
mittee woulid not take enre of this, because they said it had
nothing to do with navigation. He said, * You have a floud-
control bill; extend the jurisdiction up there and see if they
won't take care of it as a flood problem.”

We said, “ Very well, we will do that, we will take you in;
that is, we will let the commission do that at their discretion,”
and lo and behold, as soon as the gentleman got in he goes to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and says, “ Now, I am in; I
want you to pass a law so as to take care of me first.” 1Is not
that the truth?

Mr. DENISON, Of course the gentleman has made a very
gowd speech on that side of the question, and T want to say this
to the gentleman: The Flood Control Committee was to make
authorization of $45.000,000 for deing work up and Jdown the
Mississippi River. In order that they might know that they lhad
authority to spend part of that money on the Ohio Itiver, we
put that provision in the flood-control bill and
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Mr. SHERLEY. But, if the gentleman will permit, was nol
the purpose of the insertion of that provision touching the Ohio
River in order to give to the Mississippi River Commission the
right to continue its work for the improvement of that with the
Misxissippi River?

Mr. DENISON, It was for the purpose of authorizing their
spending a part of that $45,000,000 to prevent floods on the Ohio
River.

Mr. SHERLEY. But the reason for giving the Mississippi
as well as the Ohio was not simply for the protection of the
levees, but it was to continue the improvement of it, and it took
from the Rivers and Harbors Committee and gave to the Flood
Control Committee jurisdiction for authorizations aml gave to
the Committee on Appropriations power within the authoriza-
tions to appropriate.

Mr., DENISON. Is it the contention of the gentleman from
Kentucky that all questions of river and harbor improvement
now belong to the Flood Control Committee?

Mr. SHERLEY. It is the contention of the gentleman from
Kentucky that to the extent that the act gives control over the
Mississippi and tributaries for the improvement and flood eon-
trol that it ceases to give to the Rivers and Harbors Committee
Jurisdiction.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I question whether we gave
that jurisdiction, only up to the point of the mouth——

Mr. SHERLEY. 1 do not =ay it gave the whole river, but
the language of the act passed through the action of the Floml
Comtrol Committee says, “for control of the floods of the
Mississippi River and to continue its improvement from ihe
Head of the Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River,” and then
afterwards included these stretches in the Ohio.

Mr. DENISON. That Mnguage of the bill was put in there,
but they can only expend money for the purpose of hmproving
the river, in so far as the improvement of the river may control
the floods—

Mr. SHERLEY. It does not say so.

Mr, DENISON. That is what it means, and the gentleman
ought to know that.

Mr, SHERLEY. I do not know that, and I am not sure that
the languange warrants that construction.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENISON. T will

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This is a flood-control propo-
sition, is it not?

Mr. DENISON. No; not entirely.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does the gentleman say that?

Mr. DENISON. Certuinly I say it.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does the gentleman say this
in any way is related fo navigation?

Mr. DENISON. Yes; and if the gentleman will permit, T
will tell you how it is related, and be very glad to do it. The
way it is related to navigation is this: If the gentlemun knows
the situation in Cairo he knows Cairo is on a point of land
between the two rivers——

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do know it perfectly well.

Mr. DENISON, Up above the city of Cairo the rivers ap-
proach each other and there is a very narrow mneck of land
between the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. That condition is
growing worse from year to year because the Ohio River is
changing its course and approaching the Mississippi River, There
is now only a narrow neck of land, less than half a mile wide,
between the two rivers. The fact that that river is changing
its course, the Ohio River, by moving north is duoe largely, in
my jadgment, at least I am told that, to an old dike which was
built from the Kentucky shore a number of yeurs ago which
forced the current over on the Illinois side and deepened the
harbor at Mound City. Now, that has done that work well,
but the current is still foreing its way along the north bank of
the Ohio River and approaching the Mississippi River. Th=
bank is continually ernmbling and as the bank wushes off it is
falling in and washing in the river and the eurrent of the river
has changed a great deal, not very rapidly, but changed some,
Soner or later, with a great flood, thi- levee will go out and
the river will break necross into the Mississippi above the city
of Cairo. Will not that affect navigation?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes; sooner or later the
Mississippl River will break its banks and thereby affect navi-
gation. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois this: I was
a member of the committee that visited Cairo——

Mr. DENISON. T know the gentleman did.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. And studied the problem——
ﬂhiir. DENISON. And I am sure the gentleman enjoyed his

sit.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee (continuing). And there never
was a claim there that this proposition had anything to do with
navigation. At no point——
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AMr. DENISON. Well, I do not know what the gentleman is
talking ubout. I know that the claim was made before the River
and Harbor Committee at this hearing, If the gentleman will
go to Cairo, he will get some information.

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry?

Mr. DENISON, I will.

Mr. SHERLEY. Is uot this the situation, that the people
interested at Cairo undertook to get the Mississippi Commission
to spend this money for this particular work amd they were not
able to impress them with the overwhelming importuance of it,
as the gentleman views it?7 And, having failed to get the money
out of the commission, are they not now turning to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors?

Mr. DENISON. I will answer the question.

Mr., SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, with the gentleman’s per-
mission, the only resson, as I understand, why the people at
Cairo want this work done by the Mississippi RRiver Commission
is not because the Mississippi River Commission is enguyged in
improving the Mississippi River in flood-control work, but be-
cause they have special equipment there. I do not know whether
it is under their authority especially, but it is under the author-
ity of the Secretary of War and it belongs to the United States.
It does not belong to the Mississippi River Commission or to
the Flood Control Commission. It is the only eguipment that
can do this revetment work,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Was there any thought in the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, at the time you put this
proposition in.-that it was a navigation propesition?

Mr. SWITZER. Certainly. That has always been my conten-
tion.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is a navigation proposi-
tion?

Mr. SWITZER. Yes. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Dexison] took that position before our committee. His state-
ment has been made there three or four times. We have as
murh right to rely on the gentleman from Illinois as on some
Army engineers or others when we want to aet.

Mr. DENISON, I want to answer the question of the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. Garrerr]. I want him to go down
there and see that situation. He makes his statement very posi-
tively, but perhaps he has never seen that situation. If he
should see it I do not think he would hold the view that he
states.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the gentleman will permit
me, right there, while I do not like to admit going to Cairo very
frequently [laughter], vet I have seen that proposition time and
time again.

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman would be honored by golng
there.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am in sympathy with the
idea of saving that bank, bhut I contend that it i not a naviga-
tion matter. I am interested in saving that bank, but the com-
mission has ordered a survey to take place in May. This propo-
sition which is in the bill does not order a survey; or rather it
orders one, and then orders them to go on amd do the work,
notwithstanding the survey. It is the most remarkable proposi-
tion that was ever brought in. It is not a navigation propesi-
tion. It is a flood-control proposition. There is no question
about that fact.

Mr. DENISON. Now, then. I will say to the gentleman that
this proposition is copied word for word from the provision that
was put into the river and harbor bill last year for Memphis,
Tenn.—word for word—so that the gentleman evidently was not
familiar with last year's bill when he made that stutement.

AMr. HUMPHREYS. What was the purpose of the provision
in the bill with reference to Memphis? It was to remove a nmd
bar from the city of Memphis. It had no earthiy relation to
flood control.

Mr. DENISON. T did not mean it was for the same place,
but the language directing it was the same.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It was merely to get that bar
out of the way, so that boats could come up to Memphis.

AMr, DENISON. But the Ohio River is forming bars with the
bank that is washed down. It is a navigation question as well
as a question of flood control.

Now, I want to answer the statement of the gentleman from
Keutucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. He asked me if we had not tried to
get the Mississippi River Commission to make this expenditure,
We have tried to do so, but they have held back on the matter
because they have been working for some time under the wrong
impression as to the situation there. That is as to the railroad
question that they thought was involved. In other words, there

is a railroad that runs along there, and the Mississippi River
Commission has been under the impression heretofore that it is
Now they

the duty of the railroad company to do this work.
have found out differently.
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Mr. SHERLEY. I understand that; but that is not the reason
for refusing to do this work.

Mr. DENISON. It was the reason.

Mr. SHERLEY. I say to the gentleman that since he talked
with them they have testified before my committee on this exact
point, and the gentleman is mistaken, in my judgment.

Mr. DENISON. I do not know what they said to the gentle-
man.

Mr. SHERLEY. Take the bald proposition as it appears in
the bill: Here is an effort by the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors to instruct the Mississippi River Commission in its
duty. Now, if that is true, there is no reason for the Flood
Control Committee existing. The Flood Control Committee has
undertaken by the passage of an act to provide what the Missis-
sippi River Commission shall do with a certain amount of
money. Then the Mississippi River Commission comes before
the Committee on Appropriations to get the money, but in the
meanwhile the Committee on Rivers and Harbors proposes to
come in and tell it what to do. If they can do that, any other
committee ean do that and override the jurisdiction of the Flood
Control Committee. It may be desirable to be done, but on the
point of order I insist that it is not in order that it should be
done,

Mr. DENISON. Is it the gentleman’s point that the com-
mittee has not jurisdiction because of the peculiar language it
uses?

Mr. SHERLEY. All I have to argue from is the language you
have used, and I say as to the provision you are carrying on
this bill, you are without jurisdiction to carry it.

Mr. DENISON. I differ with the gentleman.

As I understand the rule, the Chair must judge the question
of jurisdiction by the language of the bill, These matters that
are stated extraneously are matters that may be stated, of
course, in our attempt to enlighten each other, but the Chair can
not decide the question of jurisdiction of a committee by state-
ments of fact by Members of Congress, or can not even go to the
hearings, so far as that is concerned; and I say as a matier of
parlinmentary principle that unless it appears on the face of
the provision itself that this is intended for flood control, and
is clearly within the jurisdietion of the Flood Control Com-
mittee and not in the jurisdiction of the River and Harbor Com-
mittee, the Chair should overrule the point of order.

Mr., SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, I make no pretense of pos-
gessing any peculiar knowledge, or really any knowledge, of
parlinmentary procedure, but upon this question of concurrent
jurisdiction over the Ohio River I have been to the Supreme
Court once or twice,

I think the gentleman from Illincis [Mr. Dextson] is abso-
lutely correct when he says the Flood Control Committee took no
jurisdiction away from the Committee on Rivers aad Harbors,
The truth of the matter is, the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors never had any jurisdiction over flood control. The juris-
diction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors from its incep-
tion had to do with navigable streams for navigable purposes
only, and whatever jurisdiction they exercised in the way of
preventing floods overflowing the surrounding territory along-
side a stream was always done under the guise that it was for
the purpose of navigation, for holding the water within the
channels of the stream, and washing it out, and making it
deeper, and so on. That is, they exercised flood control, but not
flood-control jurisdiction, by subterfuge, as you might say.
Sometimes they can show that it meant some little improvement
of the streams.

So the Rivers and Harbors Committee never did have jurisdie-
tion over flood control. And the Chair must recollect that the
Rivers and Harbors Committee has jurisdietion over all the
navigable streams of the United States, including the Mississippi
River, on matters pertaining to navigation, regardless of flood
control,

Now, the Flood Control Committee reported out a bill which
became a law. The gentleman seems to infer that by the enact-
ment of that law the Flood Control Committee in some way or

. other has now acquired exclusive jurisdiction over the Secretary
of War, over the Chief of Engineers, and over the Mississippi
River Commission. If you will read the section I assert that
you will see that the law does not give the Flood Control Com-
mittee jurisdiction, and the law itself does not undertake to
exercise any jorisdiction over any one of these functionaries.
That act says that for the purpose of flood control and the im-
provement of the river—that was a matter they had no juris-
diction over, but nobody objected, and it is in the law. Of
course, if some one had raised the point of order, the Flood
Control Committee could not have reported out a bill for the
improvement of the Mississippi River, especially at that time.

It says that not to exceed $10,000,000 a year may be expended
under plans of the Mississippi River Commission, approved by
the_ Chief of Engineers, The truth of the matter is that the
Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War can control that
whole thing. They can even nullify the act of the Mississippi
River Commission. And if you will read the act closely, it dves
not give any jurisdiction over either one of these agencies, as I
want you to understand. It is merely to be expended under
their direction. I say, therefore, that the Rivers and Harbors
Committee have the right to report out a bill, and we are an
appropriating committee. We can report a bill appropriating
money, and we can call upon the Mississippi River Commission
to expend it in the interest of navigation, can we not? They
have acquired no exclusive jurisdiction over that commission.

This equipment, that cost millions of dollars, pald for with
money appropriated by bills reported out heretofore by the
Rivers and Harbors Committee, belongs to the United States,
It does not belong to the Mississippi River Commission, and the
Mississippi River Commission is not subjeect solely to the orders
of the Flood Control Committee or to legislation enacted in bills
reported out by the Flood Control Committee.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SWITZER., T will.

Mr. WALSH. Do I understand that this will cost some
$10,000,000 a year?

Mr. SWITZER. The bill reported out by the Flood Contral
Committee some years ago, which Congress has passed, author-
ized Congress to appropriate not io exceed $10,000,000 a year
up to a total of $45,000,000, conditioned upon certain things.

Mr. WALSH. And this paragraph is for that purpose, is it?

Mr. SWITZER. No; the $10,000,000 is for flood control and
the improvement of the Mississippi River. There is only a
small portion of this that goes for flood control. Some three or
four million dollars of it goes for flood control, upon condition
of the loecalities concerned putting nup half the amount. The rest
of the money, some five or six million dollars, or whatever it
may be, goes for the improvement of the river, a matter that
the River and Harbors Committee has exelusive jurisdietion
over if it wants to exercise it. The Flood Control Committee
exercised it only because no one objected in that particular
authorization. Therefore it became a law. Now, if there are
some five or six million dollars, or if there is one million dollars,
that can be expended under the direction of this Mississippi
River Commission for the improvement of the river, like re-
vetment work on the banks or levees or deeping the channel—
exclusively a matter of navigation—that money is as much
under the jurisdiction of the Rivers and Harbors Committee as
it is under the jurisdiction of any other committee of this House
when it comes to directing how it shall be expended.

Money that Congress has appropriated for the improvement
of a navigable river is certainly subject to the control of legis-
lation recommended and reported by the Rivers and Harbors
Committee, and the flood-control act does not authorize an ap-
propriation solely for flood control, but for the purpose of flood
control and the improvement of the Mississippi River.

Mr. WALSH. One further question. In view of the dispute
as to jurisdiction and as to the enormous sum of money m-
volved, does not the gentleman think that the point of order
should certainly be sustanined?

Mr. SWITZER. That does not get rid of the $10,000,000. I
do not think the gentleman understands what is up here at
this time. ]

Mr. WALSH. I am following the entire discussion, and I
understand less about it since the gentleman has been talking
than I did before, [Laughter.] I think if we can save $10,000,-
000 this venr we ought to sustain this point of order.

Mp. SWITZER. I will say to the gentleman that, as T under-
stand, the Appropriations Committee will likely bring in a bill
here appropriating some amount. I do not know whether it
will be $10,000.000; but this has got nothing to do with that.
That will be met when it comes up, of course.

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SWITZER. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr, GOOD. I understood the gentleman to say, when he took
lis place on the floor, that the question of jurisdiction was one
that he had given considerable study to.

Mr. SWITZER. On the Ohio River, I said.

Mr. GOOD. I want to call the attention of the gentleman, in
connection with what he is saying and what he has said with
regard to the study he has given to this subject. to the hearings
had before his own committee from January 22 to Febraary 5,
1918, in which, on page 8 of the hearings, appears the following:

Mr. SwiTzEr, Mr. DENISON, a fow iyears ago I assisted Mr, CoLLIER to
get a similar piece of work done at Vicksburg under the Mississippi River
ommission. 1 am interested in directing this Mississippi River Com-
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mission to settle this matter here, but T do not know, as to the points
raised by Mr. Dupefi, whether we still have any jurisdiction over this
commission or not. 1 hardly think we do, but I am not sure of it.

Now, the gentleman is very sure of it to-day.

Mr. SWITZER. I had not even read this act at that time.
Since then I have read the act. I am directing the attention
of the Chair to the act, and I say that the law does not acquire
any jurisdiction over the Mississippi River Commission. It
merely directs that a certain sum of money shall be expended
according to the plans and specifications laid down by some
department of the Government, which belongs as much to one
committee as it does to another. Now, as to the jurisdiction
over thiz matter, I want to make my statement as eoncise
as possible, coming right down to the specific matter.

I contend that the Flood Control Committee and the Rivers
and Huarbors Committiee have coneurrent jurisdiction over the
navigable streams, one for the purpose of flood eontrol and the
other in the interest of navigation. Does the gentleman say
that the Rivers and Harbors Committee can not contrel the au-
thorization for the construction of a dam within 6 or 7 miles of
the mouth of the Ohio River? Certainly not, if in the interest
of navigation. If we revet the banks in the interest of naviga-
tion, why should they object? Take the language of the pro-
vision objected to, which says to investigate the eaving banks;
the banks that have caved into the stream and falling into it
are bound to affect navigation. Whether this affects navigation
or not, we look to all the statements that are before the com-
mittee. For instance, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DeNisoxN]
has told you what he stated to us and that this would change
the course of the stream. True, the engineer said he did not
think it had much to do with navigation, but we are not bound
by what the engineers say. We look at all the statements and
all the evidence that is before us. I for one will always eontend
that on the Ohio River the Rivers and Harbors Committee has
jurisdiction over the banks for the purpose of alding naviga-
tion just as much as the Flood Control Cemmittee has juris-
diction over the banks and can revet them to stop the floods. I
think there is a concurrent jurisdiction, and under the practice
the committee first taking jurisdiction retains it.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Mpr. Chairman, the ruling that the
Chair will shortly make on this point of order has such an im-
portant bearing on the work of the Mississippi River Commis-
sion under the flood-contrel bill that I ask for a few mowments
to discuss the matter. 1If, as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
SHErLEY] has stated, the Rivers :nd Harbors Committee can
come in and direet by order the work and operation of the Mis-
sissippi River Commission under the provisions of the flood-
control bill, then it may absolutely destroy all the purposes for
enacting that legislation. It has been stated tLat the Rivers
and Harbors Committee were unaaimous, ot practically so,
about the insertion of this clause in the rivers and harbors bill.
I believe, as a matter of fact, many of the members of the Rivers
and Harbhors Committee held the opinion that the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Swrrzer] originally did, that this was a matter
over which the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had no juris-
diction at all. I know members of that committee were op-
posed to the insertion of this paragraph in the rivers aml har-
bors bill because they felt that it was without their jurisdiction.

I want to read from the hearings before the eommittee on the
project. After a clear statement of the situation by the gentle-
man from Illineis [Mr. Dexison], Mr. Durrg, a member of the
Rtivers and Harbors Committee, asked questions which were
answered by Mr. Dexisox, as follows:

Mr. Depre. Do you think you have come to the right committee?

Mr. Dexisox. I think I have.

Mr. Dvrrg. Was not a law passed that authorized the expenditure
of a certain amount, up to $10,000,000, by the Mississippl River Com-
mis=ion from the Head of the Passes up to this place?

Mr. Dexisox. For Hood protection?

Mr. Dupnrfi. Yes.

Mr. Dexisox. Yes.

Mr. Duvpene. When that appropriation iz made, it will be carried in
the sundry civil bill ; so, why den’t you insert an amendment including
that improvement in the funds carried in that bill? I mevely throw
that out as a suggestion to you.

Mr. DENISON. You mean ddirect the Mississippi River Commission to
do the work? !

Mr. Drrre. Yes.

Mr. DExIs0N, That is why T came before your committee, .

Mr., Dueng. T make that suggestion because that is the committee
to go to, I think: and the Apprepriations Committee will report the
bill te the House that will carry the appropriations for the Mississippi
River Commission.

Mr. DexisoN. Doesn't this committee make appropriations for the
protection of places of this kind?

Mr. Dvenriz I do not understand that there will be any n%propr!atlon
that will be expended by or umder the Mississippi River Commission.
Am I correct in that or am I making it too broad?

Mr. Dexisox. I have not so understood it. I uoderstand this com-
mittee has power to direct this co on.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this mattér has been placed In charge of
the Mississippi Itiver Commission under the flood-control law.

The hearings continne:

For this work, the people of Cairo will get the relief which they meed
g0 badly.

On page 11 of the hearings, after reading the clause read by
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HuumpaREYS], giving the
language of the flood-control bill by which jurisdiction was ex-
tended up the Cache River, the Chairman of the committee,
Mr. Sararr, said, after reading that:

Ho the question that oceurs now is, as Mr. Durr2 suggested, whether
this committee would have jurisdiction to consider any legislation com-
mandlnf the Mississippi River Commission to do eertain work upon the
Ohio River between its mouth and the Cache River, amnd making an
appropriation therefor which was exclusively for flood control or k
protection and not for navigation,

Now, Mr, Chairman, this proposition is purely a question of
saving levees for flood control. But even if it is mainly for that
purpose I want to insist that it comes under the provisions of
the flood-control bill. The Mississippi River Commission is
charged with the duty under the law of earrying out the provi-
sions of that bill, and if the Rivers and Harbors Committee can
come to the House and take jurisdiction of the Mississippl River
Commission, then I say that the Rivers and Harbors Committee
ean absolately destroy the work that this Congress had in mind
in passing the flood-control bill, and absolutely destroy the Com-
mittee on Flood Control created by the House for the purpose
of taking charge of questions of flood control. It is maturally
somewhat connected with navigation, If yvou take the speech of
the Speaker of the House urging the creation of this committee
it will be seen that it was a question of flood control and not a
question of navigation in eases like this.

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Yes.

Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman is aware that there is no
flood-control committee in the Senate?

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Noj; the Committee on Commerce
has jurisdiction,

Mr. BOOHER. When it becomes necessary to have a com-
mittee of conference, what committee in the House would have
jurisdiction? The conference committee appointed by the
Speaker would come from the Rivers and Harbors Committee,
and the Rivers and Harbors conferees would have jurisdiction,
would they not? 2

Mr. WILSON of Lounisana. I think that is correct.

Mr. BOOHER. That being correct, then we have got juris-
diction. Then we would have original coneurrent jurisdiction
with the Flood Control Committee. v

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. I do not wish to assume that the
Commerce Committee of the Senate would destroy the Flood
Control Committee for the purposes of the flood-control hill. T
have been at Cairo and have seen the conditions existing there,
and it was at the instance of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Dexisox] and on account of the enthusiastic work of the people
there that this loeation was placed under the control of the
Mississippi River Commission for the purpose of safety and
protection.

Mr. BOOHER. When it goes aver to the Senate and flood con-
trol comes up in the Senate, what committee of the House takes
jurisdietion of it?

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. No eommittee of the House does,
but the Commeree Committee of the Senate (oes.

Mr. BOOHER. It gets into conference. does it not?

Mr. WILSON of Lounisiana. Yes; of course; but that is not
giving the Rivers and Harbors Comnittee any control over flood
control.

Mr. BOOHER. They put it in the river amd harbor bill, and
when it goes fo the conference committee it gnes to a conference
committee of the Rivers and Harbors Committee.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Suppoese the Committee on Commerce of
the Senate puts in a river and harbor bill a publie building, and
it goes to conference. does that give the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors jurisdiction of publie buildings in the House?

Mr. BOOHER. 1 do not think that is an illustration at all,
I do not think it has anything to do with this proposition, be-
cuuse the Senate has a committee on public buildings and
grounds and would not do a thing of that kind.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I would not swear to that.

Mr. BOOHER. The Committee on Commerce takes on the
river and harbgr work that ought to go to the Floed Committee,
and they have no Flood Committee over there, and we take
jurisdiction of it. : .

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. If this bill should go withaut
this clause and the clause should be inserted by the Commerce

. Committee of the Senate and come back to the House, and the
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conferees should agree on it, I do not know what would be the
result, but we know that the River and Harbor Committee has
no jurisdiction of the matter. That is admitted.

Mr. BOOHER. By whom?

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. By practically the members of
the committee, for they come in here and ask that this clause
be eliminated. T can not imagine that they would do that unless
they felt that they had put something in the bill that ought not
to go there.

Mr. BOOHER. I do not know what authority the gentleman
hias to speak for anybody but himself.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. They realized that they had
taken jurisdiction of something they had no jurisdiction of.

Mr. BOOHER. 1 believe they had jurisdiction.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. That they were encroaching
upon the prerogatives of the Flood Control Committee.

Mr. BOOHER. Suppose the point of order should be sus-
tained and they should go to the Senate and have it put in there.
It is put in the river and harbor bill, is it not?

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Yes.

Mr. BOOHER. And it goes to conference, and the conferees
appointed by the Speaker on the river and harbor bill con-
sider it?

Mr. SHERLEY, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit
me to answer the question? It would be the duty of the House
conferees to insist that the Senate recede, because the Senate
was legislating outside the jurisdiction of the committee that
had reported the bill in the House. If the gentleman’s reason-
ing be right, then you can enlarge the permanent jurisdiction
of any House committee by Senate action, no matter how
extreme it may be, and I do not think this House is going to
take the position that the Senate can make our rules for us.

Mr. BOOHER. Oh, the gentleman is getting scared.

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, no.

Mr. BOOHER. Oh, yes; the gentleman is pretty badly fright-
ened. It is simply concurrent jurisdiction, and you can not get
away from it. We have had jurisdiction of it, and we do not
have to stand up there and say to the Senate that we will not
consider it, because they have no committee over there that can
consider it.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Would the gentleman say that
and admit at the same time that this is primarily a question of
flood control ?

Mr. BOOHER. No; it is not.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Would the gentleman say that
if he felt that it was primarily a question of flood control?

Mr, BOOHER. Would I say what?

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary
inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Is the Chair ready to rule on this
question?

* Mr. BOOHER. Does the gentleman from Texas want to take
us off our feet on this question? The gentleman asks me if I
would consider this a question of flood control wholly.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. I would not say wholly.

Mr. BOOHER. There may be flood control mixed in it. I
think that whenever you permit one of these rivers to eut
through and form a new channel you destroy navigation for
a while; it can not be otherwise, and if the gentleman has
ever scen one of these cut-offs on the Mississippi River he will
realize that, and it takes years to fix it.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Was it not the contention of the
gentleman who came before the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors in this House that this work be done in order to protect
awl save a levee?

Mr. BOOHER. Oh, no; it has no connection with levee work.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. That is what the hearings say.

. Mr. BOOHER. Oh, no; they did not state it that way. They
stated it for the purpose of preventing the Ohio River cutting
across a little narrow neck of land and turning the course of the
Ohio River into the Mississippi.

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish the Chair would hear me

- very briefly, because I believe the language of the bill is so plain
that unless the Chair sustains the point of order a precedent
would be established that is very dangerous. It is not simply a
question of whether the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has
Jurisdiction over the Mississippl River. That is not the propo-
sition that is presented to the Chair. The proposition pre-
sented to the Chair is whether this language carried in this bill
is within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors-to report. Now, I submit that if for no other reason the

language is subject to the point of order because it undertakes
to direct the Mississippl River Commission as to how it shall
spend moneys that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has

no right to appropriate for the use of that commission and is
not appropriated for that purpose. If this can be done every
dollar that the Committee on Appropriations may report for the
use of the Mississippi River Commission, and which the House
may authorize and the Congress may authorize, can then be
diverted by instructions from the Rivers and Harbors Com-
mittee. They might just ns well have provided that the money
which is carried for the purpose of taking care of the third
liberty loan shall be used by the Mississippi River Commission
in taking care of this caving bank, and they would have been just
as thoroughly within their rights as to undertake to divert money
that was appropriated for a specific purpose. Not only is that
true, but the language of the provision itself shows that it is
for the purpose of protecting a bank and not for the purpose of
improving navigation. There is not a line there which says that
it shall report as to navigation or take such steps as to improve
or continue navigation. Now, the gentleman can not read into
the language what he may have intended. So far as the Chair
is concerned, the decision must rest upon the plain language
itself and not upon what some gentleman may say, want, hope,
or wish.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHERLEY. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman says there is nothing in the
bill that shows it is for navigation. Is there anything in the
provision which shows it is for flood control?

Mr. SHERLEY. I think there is.

Mr. DENISON. Tell it to the Chairman.

Mr. SHERLEY (reading)—

Protect the levee line endangered by this caving bank.

Now, the protection of the levee line is for the purpose of
flood control, and not for the purpose of navigation.

Mr. DENISON. It may or may not be.

Mr. SHERLEY. It may or may not be, but that is the plain
meaning of it.

Mr. DENISON. Well—

Mr. SHERLEY. But aside from that I desire to eall to the
attention of the Chair, and then I am through, the language
which says “ that such improvements must be paid for out of
the funds heretofore or hereafter appropriated for the work of
the Mississippi River Commission.” Now, what moneys are
appropriated for the work of the Mississippi River Commis-
sion? They are moneys carried in bills from the Committee
on Appropriations. What are the limitations upon the Com-
mittee on Appropriations in appropriating such money? They
are the limitations found in the act in connection with the flood
control of the Mississippl. We would not undertake under the
language of that act to appropriate moneys instructing the
Mississippi River Commission to do something not authorized
by that act. Now, if that be true, after we have appropriated
within that law, the Rivers and Harbors Committee can not
come and reach out and take these funds created for an express
purpose, and divert them to other purposes for which they were
not originally appropriated, and if it can do that, why, jurisdic-
tion of the committees does not amount to a hill of beans.

Mr. SMALL., Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes
seemed to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr. SHERLEY) there were—ayes
41, noes 11.

So the motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Byrexs of Tennessee, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill, H. R. 10069, the river and harbor bill, and had come to
no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent (on request of Mr. Asuprook) leave of
absence was granted to Mr. Porter for 10 days, on account of
illness,

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their
appropriate committees, as indieated below:

S.4138. An act to amend certain sections of the act entitled
“An act for making further and more effective provision for
the national defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 3,
1916, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military .
Affairs.

8.3802. An act authorizing appropriations made for the ex-
penditures of the War Department, the Navy Department, or
the Emergency Fleet Corporation, to bie used for the purchase,
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condemnation, or requisition of real estate, or the use thereof,
when such purpose is not specifically stated in said appropria-
tions; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed the following
resolutions: ;

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the
.:I]zatibinf Hon. RoserT F. Broussamp, late a Senator from the State of

nisiana.

Resolved, That a committee of eight Senators be appolntedlhiy the Vice
President to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. BROUS-
S8ARrD, to be held in the city of New Iberia, La.

Resolved, That the SBecretary communieate these resolutions to the
House of Representatives,

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the
deceased the Senate do now adjourn.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have inserted in the Recorp a very short letter in reference to
the payment of internal-revenue taxes in installments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to insert in the REecorp a statement about the
payment of internal-revenue taxes. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The letter is as follows:

THE NATIONAL HARDWOOD LUMBER ASSOCIATION,
EasT CAMBRIDGE, MASS., April 12, 1918,

The National Hardwood Lumber Association, consisting of over 900
members, representing every hardwood-producing section of the country,
by i]tsﬁconsmutcd authorities has unanimously adopted the following
resolutions ;

“ Whereas the provision in the revenue laws of the United SBtates now
requires the payment, on or before June 15 of each year, of Fed-
eral taxes, including personal and corporation income taxes and
excess-profits taxes of large amounts, based upon income or earn-
ings for an entire year, and as in many cases the income or earn-
ings from which such taxes are payable are fully absorbed in con-
ducting the business of the taxpayer and can only be withdrawn
therefrom at great burden and inconvenience to the individuals,
firms, or corporations by whom payment must be made, or, if the
money be borrowed from the banks, with a resulting money strin-
gency : Therefore be it

“ Resolved, That the National Hardwood Lumber Association strongly
recommends fo the C ess of the United States that the exis nl.lz
revenue law be so amended as to authorize the lpa ment_of the tota
excess-profits taxes in four installments, on the 15th of June, August,
Octeber, and December of the year 1918 and each year thereafter.”

Respectfully submitted.

Joax M., Woobps, President.
FraxE F. FisH, ﬁecretam-i"wasurer.

Executive committee: Hon. John M. Woods, chairman, Boston,
Mass. ; Hon. E. V. Babcock, Plttsbur%h, Pa.; T. M. Brown, Louisville,
{(yd: Theo. Fathauer, Chicago, 1ll.; Charles H, Barnaby, Greencastle,
nd.

EXTENSION OF REAMARKS.

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. On this bill?

The CHAIR. On this bill?

Mr. WILSON of Louisiana. On this point of order.

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS ON MONDAY.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the business in order on the Unanimous Consent Calendar next
Monday be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that the business on the Unanimous Consent
Calendar on next Monday be dispensed with. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
the gentleman knows we have not made very much progress en
the river and harbor bill, and we have the naval appropriation
bill and other appropriation bills ready. What is the purpose
of asking the suspension?

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I think it is very important we
should pass next week the naval appropriation bill, and in order
to do that we ought to have Monday to finish up this bill, and I
think we ounght to finish it up Monday even if we have to stay
here until 12 o’clock Monday night.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
Chair hears none.

THE LATE SENATOR ROBERT F. BROUSSARD,

Mr. MARTIN of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, T send the follow-
ing resolutions fo the Clerk’s deskand move their adoption.

The SPEAKIER. The Clerk will report the resolutions,

The Clerk read as follows: :

[After a pause.] -The

House resolution 311.
Resolved. That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the
death of Han. Rosert F. Broussarp, a Sepator of the United States
from the Btate of Louisiana. t

Resolved, That the Clerk communiecate these resolutions to the Senate
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That a committee of 11 Members be appointed on the part
of the House to join the committee appointed on the part of the Senate
to attend the funeral.

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the commiitee on
the part of the House to attend the funeral.

The Clerk read as f.llows:

Mr. WArkIxs, Mr, EsToPINAL, Mr, DUPRE, Mr. LAazaro, Mr. ASWELL,
Mr. WiLsox of Louisiana, Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana, Mr. MarTiy, Mr.
RopENBERG, Mr. LANGLEY, and Mr, RUCKER.

ADJOURNMENT.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the final resolution.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resgolved, That as a further mark of respert the House do now adjourn,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and T minutes p. m.) the House ad-
Journed until Monday, April 15, 1918, at 12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting a communication from the Acting Secretary of the Inte-
rior, submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriations re-
quired by the Reclamation Service, fiscal year 1919, for the Rio
Grande project (H. Doc. No. 1038) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

2, Letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, irans-
mitting withdrawal of certain estimates submitted for inclusion
in the sundry civil bill, as printed in the Book of Estimates, 1919,
beginning on page 487 (H. Ddc. No. 1039) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

3. Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting tenta-
tive draft of a bill authorizing the discharge of officers of the
Navy and Marine Corps ineapacitated for service by reason of
misconduct (H. Doc. No. 1040) ; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs and ordered to be printed.

4. Letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers report on preliminary ex-
amination of harbor ar Poplar Island, Md. (H. Doc. No. 1041) ;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to he
printed.

d. Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Caney and Live Oak Creeks, Tex., and report on

‘survey of Caney Creek with a view to a conneetion with the

inland waterway (H. Doc. No. 1042) ; to the Commitiee on
Rivers und Harbors and ordered to be printed.

6. Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Tennessee River, Tenn., with a view to locating one
low dam at mouth of Whites Creek and one low dam at the
mouth of the Clinch River (H. Doc. No. 1043) ; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES Oi‘«i’ PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr, JOHNSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10891)
to amend and reenact an act for the establishment of a proba-
tion system for the District of Columbia, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 488), which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 2123) to regulate the practice of podiatry in the District
of Columbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 489), which said bill and report were referred
to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were
severally reported from committees, deliverced to the Clerk, and
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. McKENZIE, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10175) fer the rclief of
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John Berrin, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 490), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CRAGO, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill (H. RR. 10412) for the relief of Stephen
J. Haff, reported the same with amendment, anccompanied by
a report (No. 491), which said bill and report were referred
to the P'rivate Calendar.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Military
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. IR, 1797) for the re-
lief of Joseph A. Choate, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 492), which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXI1I, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were infroduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr, SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 11429) for the relief
of the Chicago. Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Co. ; the Chicago,
St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway Co.; and the St. Louis,
Iron Mountain & Southern Railway Co.; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr., ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11430) providing for the
payment of acerued pension fto the estate of a deceased pen-
sioner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 11431) to protect the lives
and health and morals of womean and minor workers in the Dis-
triet of Columbia, and to estublish a minimum wage board, and
define its powers and duties, and to provide for the fixing of
minimum wages for such workers, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (II. R. 11432) to fix the price of whent
at the primary markets; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WHITE of Ohio: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 279)
providing for deferred payment of income and excess-profits
taxes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A resolution (H. Res. 310) authorizing
the payment of $1,200 to William McKinley Cobb for extra and
expert services rendered to the Committee on Pensions during
the first and second sessions of the Sixty-fifth Congress; to the
Committee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 11433) granting a pension to Mae
Ringwalt : to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11434) granting a pension to Henry F.
Henson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 11435) granting a pension to George H.
Pennington; to the Comunittee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a hill (H. R 1143G) granting a pension to Abraham
Crist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, :

Also, a bill (H. It, 11437) granting a pension to William H.
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11438) granting a pension to Austin
Hemphill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11439) granting a pension to Franklin
Kirby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 11440) granting a pension to James A.
Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11441) granting an increase of pension to
John Fink; to the Committee on I’ensions.

By Mr. FIFLDS: A bill (H. R. 11442) granting a pension to
U. 8. G. Brown; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FRENCH : A bill (H. R. 11443) granting an increase
-of pension to Benjamin F. Jacks; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 11444) granting a pension to Emma E.
Urquhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 11445) granting a pension
to William H. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 11446) granting an in-
crease of pension to James I. Mosher; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 11447) for the
l;eilrieif of Timothy L. P, Miles; to the Committee on Military
F. s,

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 11448) granting a pension
to Rose Ettie Sheppard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill: (H. R, 11449) granting
a pension to Christine Heldt; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 11450) granting an incroase
of pension to Willinm Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. .

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 11451) granting a
Ei{:)r;ls:on to 8. Ida Rhodes; to the Committee on Invalid I’en-

Also, a bill (H. R. 11452) granting a pension to Lillia M.
Collier; to the Committee on Invalid I’ensiqlens.

Alse, a bill (H. R, 11453) granting a pension to Olive 0.
Norton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By M‘r. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 11454) granting an inerease
oIf pension to Wesley Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. It 11453) granting

an increase of pension to Francis M. Lee; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11456) granting an increase of pension to
Juﬁf;h Ku:{!zl; to the Committee on Invalid PPensions. 2

so, a bill (H. . 11457) granting an inerease of pension to

Jefferson C: Garrigus; to the Committee on Pensions.pe

Also, ﬂvhlll (H. R. 11458) granting an incrense of pension o
George WV .‘Thornehurgh: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 11459) granting
ﬂi pension to Mary J. Kazar; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. i

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 11460) authorizing and direct-
ing the payment of the claim of Edwin C, Foster; to the Come
mittee on Clajims. 3

Also, a bill (. R, 11461) granting a pension to Angeline B
Holt; to the Committee on Pensions, v P

By Mr. TILLMAN: A Dbill (H. R. 11462) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Wesley Melton; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 11463) granting a pension
to Florence F. Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of Harry W. Thomp-
son and T0 other citizens of Gerlaw, I1l., protesting against zone
rates on second-class mail mutter; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of sundry citizens
of Barry County, Mich., against passage of compulsory Sunday
observance bills; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of Free Methodist Church, Ouak
Grove Mothers' Club, United Presbyterinn Church, all of San
Jose, and Methodist Episcopal Church of Morgan Hill, Cal.,
favoring immediate war prohibition; to the Committéee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: Petition of Woman'’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Hebron Church, of Penn Township,
Allegheny County, Pa., favoring immediate war prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary. :

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Henry Barton Jacobs, of
Baltimore, Md., favoring passage of House bill 9563, relutive to
grades for medical officers in the Army; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Also, petition of the Boosters, Baltimore, Md., against pas-
sage of Senate amendment No, 41, relative to potato grading;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RAKER: Memorials of San Diego (Cal.) Chamber
of Commerce, Lake Erie College, of Painesville, Ohlo, and John
MeNeely and family, of Redding, Cal., against increase in second-
class postage ; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. REED: Evidence to accompany House bill 11422, to
increase the pension of Willinm B. Denla ; also, papers to accom-
pany House bill 11423, granting a pension to N, J. Clark; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. DALE of New York : Memorial of the National Security
League, relative to placing Bureau of Public Information under
direction of committee of three or five men not holding other
office ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, DOOLING : Petition of New York Produce Exchange,
favoring retention of pneumatic-tube mail service; to the Cem-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of Geneseo (Ill.) Cream-
ery Co,, opposing House bill 3777; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petitions of L. P. Halladay Co., of Streator, Ill.; W.
Shanhouse & Sons, of Rockford, favoring Senate bill 3963 rela-
tive to payment of income and excess-profits taxes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.
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By Mr. GALLIVAN : Petition of Pilgrim Publicity Association,
agninst increase in second-class postage; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, A :

Also, petition of the National Security League, relative to
committee of three or five men for Bureau of Information; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

SENATE.

Moxbpay, April 15, 1918.

Most Rev. Edward J. Hanna, Archbishop of San Francisco,
offered the following prayer:

O God of our fathers, in whose hands are the lives of men and
in whose power is the destiny of the Nation, look down upon Thy
children gathered here in Thy name. In the way of Thy love
Thou hast again visited this body and taken from it one whose
power was our glory. Make us recognize that with Thee are the

issues of life and death. Make us submissive to the decree of
Thy divine providence. Thou alone can bring strengthi to those
who mourn. Thou alone can bring peace to hearts oppressed by
grief and pain. O grant that his loved ones may find strength
in Thee to bear their loss. Grant that his loved ones may
through their tears look up to Thee as the only source of joy
and consolation,

Chosen representatives of a mighty people, we come to Thee
in the most crucial day in the history of our civilization. O
give us light that we may see Thy way among the nations. Give
us strength that we may follow the light whithersoever it may
be. Make our laws reflect Thy divine wisdom and may they
direct the issues of the world unto Thy greater glory.

Give strength unto our President and ‘to those in whose hands
are the affairs of our mighty people. We pray above all things

- that they may have strength and power to endure and to fight
to the end. Give sitrength to our men who in fields afar battle
for our rights. Give strength to their arms that they may win
+ vietory and that through vietory there may come peace. And
grant, O Lord, that in the days of peace we may grow in power
unto righteousness and unto the glory of Thy holy name. Amen.

The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint
resolution (8. J. Res. 123) providing for the ecalling into mili-
tary service of certain classes of persons registered and liable
for military service under the terms of the act of Congress ap-
proved May 18, 1917, entitled “An act to authorize the President
to increase temporarily the Military Establishment of the.United
States,” with ap amendment, in which it requested the concur-
rence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the House had passed a_bill
(H. It. 11364) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer-
tain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows
and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further transmitted to the Senate resolutions on
the death of Hon. RoserT I'. BroUussarp, late a Senator from the
State of Louisiana.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

8. 8080. An act to prevent interference with the use of hom-
ing pigeons by the United States, to provide a penalty for such
interference, and for other purposes;

H. R.9504. An act to amend section 4067 of the Revised Stat-
utes by extending its scope to include women ; and

H. R.9901. An act to give indemnity for damages caused by
American forces abroad.

DEATH OF SENATOR STONE.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, Senator Stoxe died on yesterday,
at 4.30 o’clock in the afternoon. His funeral services will occur
at the family residence at 4 o'clock this afternoon. His body
will be borne to the eapital of his State, arriving there on Tues-
day morning. It will lie in state in the capitol building a part
of Tuesday. It will then be conveyed to Nevada, Mo., for in-
terment amidst those surroundings where he began his illus-
trious career.

In a few days more he would have arrived at the allotted
threescore years and ten. Over half of that long period he had
devoted to the public service. He now returns to his State the
badge of his office, upon which there is neither blot nor stain.
Dishionor neyver laid its touch upon the life of Wirtraar Joer
Stoxe. It may of him be justly said that all his mature life

was devoted to his country. Possessing those great abilities
which would have enabled him to achieve eminence in any
position of life and to have acquired fortune, he chose to devote
his talents to the public welfare and to lead a life devoid of
luxury and to die without even a competency. i

His love of country was so passionate as to be beyond the
understanding of many men. His loyalty was so exalted that
he was not always understood, for all could not rise to the
sublime devotion which inspired his soul. I knew Senator
SToxE better than any man outside his immediate blood kin.
I knew him so well that I am sure I knew his great soul—the
soul of this great Missourian and great American,

Knowing him in this intimate way, I may be permitted to ~
say that during the last three weeks constant news from the
battle fields of France telling the story of how our lines were
being pushed back by German hordes fell upon his heart with
a crushing force. Of all the men I have known there is not
one who seemed to me to feel so much the weight of anxiety
for our cause, upon whose lips there was so passionate a prayer
for victory for the arms of our allies and of our own soldiers.
I use no extravagance of speech when I declare that could we
restore to him the life that has passed out and bring him here
among us clothed in health and flesh he would gladly give his
life again if thereby he could serve his country’s eause and
bring to it a great and victorious peace,

At such a time as this and in the days that are to come,
when the wounds of a bleeding world must be bound up, the
Senate can ill afford, his State can ill afford, his country can
ill afford, the world ean ill afford his absence.

Mr. President, I offer the following resolutions, and ask for
their immediate consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read.

The resolutions (8. Res. 225) were read, considered by unani-
mous consent, and unanimously agreed fo, as follows:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep regret and profound
sorrow of the death of Hon. WILLIAM JoEL STONE, late a Senator from
the State of Missouri.

Resolved, That a committee of 12 Senators be appointed by the Viee
President to take order for superintending the funeral of Mr. STOXNE,
which will take place at 4 o'clock post meridian to-day at his late resi-
dence in this city.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect his remains be removed
from his late home in this city to Nevada, Mo., for burial, in charge
of the Sergeant at Arms, attended by the committee, which shall have
full power to carry these resolutions into effect.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate a copy of these resolutions
to the House of Representatives,

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed, under the second resolu-
tion, as the committee on the part of the Senate Mr. REED, Mr.
Hrrcucock, Mr. SyiteH of Arizona, Mr, Pitraan, Mr. JoNEs of
New Mexico, Mr. Kixg, Mr. KENDRICK, Mr. GALLINGER, Mr.
Saroor, Mr. Curtis, Mr. SUTHERLAND, and Mr. FERNALD.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I submit the following resolution,
and ask for its adoption. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Resolved, That as- a further mark of respect to the memory of the
deceased the Senate do now adjourn.

The resolution was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow,
Tuesday, April 16, 1918, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpay, April 15, 1918.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N, Couden, D. D,, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Thou who art supremely great, Infinite in all Thine at-
tributes, our God and our Father; above all, through all, and
in us all ; make us, we beseech Thee, fit temples for the indwell-
ing of Thy Spirit and tractable to its holy influence; that we
may conceive wisely, follow the dictates of a clear conscience,
and stand firm in our convictions.

Thus may we think well, live well, pray without ceasing, and
be ready, when the summons comes, to pass on into the realms
of the blest. i

Death has laid a heavy {oll upon the congressional family,
leaving us to mourn, by the passing of two faithful and con-
spicuous Senators, the wife of a Representative of this body,
%ml one of the oldest and most trustworihy employees of this

ouse.

Comfort us and their several families, by the faith once
delivered to the saints, through Him who said, “I am the
resurrection and the life; whosoever believeth on ine shall
never die.” Amen.

LY
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